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PRELIMINARY  NOTANDA. 


The  Charter  of  the  College,  like  a treaty  of  peace  or  of  capitulation, 
gives  no  history  of  the  contest  by  which  it  was  preceded.  This  must  he  gather- 
ed from  other  sources,  and  will  be  found  of  some  interest ; while  it  throws 
light  on  the  origin  of  certain  clauses,  which,  though  in  themselves  perhaps  ex- 
plicit enough,  cannot  he  accounted  for  without  additional  intelligence. 

Early  in  the  seventeenth  century,  the  Physicians  resident  in  Edinburgh, 
by  whom  the  practice  of  medicine  was  known  to  be  in  a very  imperfect  state, 
and  to  admit  of  considerable  improvement,  entertained  the  project  of  establish- 
ing a Society  or  Corporation  of  those  who  made  the  science  their  profession, 
as  likely  to  be  productive  of  the  advantages  which  they  thought  desirable. 
They  availed  themselves  of  the  visit  of  James  I.  to  have  the  project  recom- 
mended to  him.  This  occurred  in  1617,  in  which  year  they  presented  to  their 
Sovereign  a Petition  or  Memorial,  expressing  the  general  sentiments  enter- 
tained by  them,  and  soliciting  the  Royal  interference.  King  James,  it  ap- 
pears, was  so  far  favourable  to  the  design,  as  to  give  orders  to  his  Parliament 
for  the  establishment  of  the  proposed  College  ; but  his  orders  were  ultimately 
rendered  ineffectual  by  a certain  malign  opposition,  which,  in  all  probability, 
had  for  its  basis  the  known  or  alleged  non-conformity  of  the  petitioners  in  re- 
gard to  religion.  The  peculiar  views  of  the  petitioners  may  be  inferred  from  the 
terms  of  the  King’s  mandate  to  the  Commissioners  and  Estates  of  Parliament. 

“ It  is  Our  Royall  will  and  pleasure,  that  there  be  a College  of  the  Professors  of 
Medicine  within  that  our  kingdom  (namely,  Scotland),  consisting  of  the  number  of 
seven  persons,  of  whom  one  shall  be  elected  and  chosen  yearly,  President  and  Dean 
of  Faculty;  whilk  seven  persons  and  their  successors,  to  be  chosen  and  elected  in  the 
places  and  rooms  of  the  deceased,  shall  have  the  liberties  and  privileges  and  immunities 
due  to  ane  College  and  Corporation,  and  shall  be  capable  of  all  gifts,  donations,  &c. 
and  shall  have  power  to  pursue  and  defend  in  judgment  as  ane  body  and  corporation, 
and  shall  have  and  enjoy  the  liberty  of  meetings,  &c.  &c.  ; and  to  that  effect  shall  have 
ane  common  seal,  & c. ; and,  because  we  are  not  particularly  informed  anent  the  persons 
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who  are  fit  to  make  up  the  first  corporation,  therefore  it  is  our  will  that  ye  inform  your- 
selves thereof,  and  name  and  appoint  seven  persons,  being  Doctors  and  Professors  of 
Physic  and  Medicine,  of  the  best  skill  and  estimation  among  you,  whom  ye  shall  take 
sworn;  and,  because  the  greatest  hurt  and  skaith  done  by  ignorant  persons  (foresaid) 
who  presume  but  (without)  warrant  to  practice  Physic,  is  done  and  committed  within 
our  burgh  of  Edinburgh  and  country  thereabout,  therefore  it  is  our  will  that  ye  declare 
and  ordain  that  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  any  person  or  persons  to  exercise  or  practice 
the  said  art  and  science  of  Physic  and  Medicine,  within  our  said  town  of  Edinburgh 
or  ( ) miles  about  the  samen,  except  he  be  tried  by  the  said  College  and  In- 

corporation, and  approven  by  their  testimonial  under  the  subscription  and  seal  of  the 
said  Faculty.” 

This  order  is  dated  the  3d  July  1621,  and  proceeds  on  the  understanding 
of  gross  abuses  having  existed  in  this  country,  while  it  alludes  to  the  “ conve- 
nient and  comely  order  observed  in  England  and  other  foreign  nations  in  the 
like  cases,”  no  doubt  meaning  the  collegiate  establishments.  One  inference 
from  it  is  quite  obvious,  namely,  that  as  the  College  was  to  consist  of  seven 
persons  only,  vacancies  occurring  among  whom  were  to  he  filled  up  by  choice 
and  election,  those  persons  who  were  to  be  submitted  to  examination  as  to 
their  qualifications  to  practise,  did  not  constitute,  and  could  not  be  considered 
as  constituting,  any  part  of  the  corporation.  Such  seems  the  origin  of  the  dif- 
ference, whatever  it  be,  between  Fellows  or  Socii  and  Licentiates,  the  indivi- 
duals declared  to  be  competent,  entitled,  and  authorised  to  practise.  The 
order  of  James  was  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  Lords  of  the  Secret 
Council,  with  the  instruction,  that  “ whatsoever  they  shall  determine  and  or- 
dain thereintil,  shall  have  the  force  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  stand  in 
strength  until  it  be  altered  by  some  public  deed.” 

At  the  same  time  (1621),  certain  articles  were  given  in  to  the  Parliament 
“ for  the  Faculty  of  Medicine,  to  be  considered  by  the  Estates.”  From  these 
may  be  extracted  the  following  paragraphs,  which  bear  on  the  same  question, 
and  enforce  a similar  inference. 

“ That  the  said  Estates  nominate  and  design  seven  persons  of  the  profession  of 
Medicine  to  make  up  the  number  of  the  Incorporation  prescribed  by  the  statute  signed 
by  his  Majesty.”  “ That  the  said  Estates  declare  and  ordain,  that  it  shall  not  be  law- 
ful to  any  person  to  take  upon  them  the  art  of  Apothecary,  except  he  be  tried  and  ap- 
proven by  the  said  Faculty,  with  the  concourse  of  the  brethren  of  Apothecaries.”  “ That 
it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  the  person  to  practise  Chirurgery,  except  he  be  tried  and  ap- 
proven of  by  the  said  Faculty,  with  the  concourse  of  the  brethren  of  the  Chirurgeons.” 
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Here,  it  is  to  be  presumed,  the  Apothecaries  and  Surgeons  who  were  to 
be  tried  and  approven  by  the  College,  with  such  concourse,  stand  in  the  same 
relation  to  the  College  in  respect  to  their  employments,  as  the  Licentiates, 
usually  so  called,  with  regard  to  the  Practice  of  Physic.  Most  clearly,  at  all 
events,  they  could  not  form  a portion  of  that  body  of  seven  persons,  by  whom 
it  was  intended  their  qualifications  were  to  be  examined. 

Another  passage  shows,  that,  though  devised  for  some  time,  this  plan  was 
not  matured  as  yet  in  all  its  arrangements  or  provisions : — “ anent  the  order  to 
be  observed  in  the  other  parts  of  the  country,  because  the  samen  cannot  be  re- 
solved without  long  deliberation ; therefore  it  is  humbly  desired  that  the  said 
Estates  give  command  and  direction  to  the  said  Faculty  to  consult,  advise, 
and  resolve  upon  the  fittest  and  most  expedient  means  for  establishing  of  good 
order  in  the  haill  parts  of  the  country,  concerning  the  profession  and  practice 
of  Medicine,  and  to  exhibit  the  samen  to  the  Lords  of  his  Majesty’s  Secret 
Counsel.”  Reasonable  as  this  may  now  be  considered,  it  is  easy  to  under- 
stand how  alarm  would  arise  in  every  quarter,  where  there  were  previous  grants 
to  be  pleaded,  and  privileges  thought  worthy  of  defence. 

The  scheme  to  which  these  particulars  relate  was  frustrated,  chiefly,  it 
seems,  by  the  Bishops,  as  already  hinted,  together  with  the  Corporation  of 
Surgeons,  who  imagined,  whether  justly  or  not,  that  their  rights  were  likely 
to  be  endangered  thereby. 

But,  to  proceed.  Several  years  afterwards,  Charles  I.,  by  letters  to  his 
Secret  Council,  and  a decreet  of  the  Lords  thereon,  gave  orders  to  the  Physi- 
cians of  Edinburgh,  specified  by  name,  to  propose  some  articles  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a College  of  Physicians,  of  a more  extensive  nature  than  had  been 
hitherto  suggested.  These  articles,  to  the  number  of  seventeen,  were  present- 
ed accordingly  in  1633.  It  may  be  inferred  from  them,  that  the  intended  in- 
stitution was  to  comprehend  Physicians  in  all  parts  of  Scotland.  The  articles 
at  least  are  said  to  be  presented  “ by  the  Graduate  Doctors  in  the  Faculty, 
inhabitants  of  the  Town  of  Edinburgh,  and  in  the  name  of  all  other  Gra- 
duate Doctors  in  the  said  Faculty  within  the  kingdom .”  But,  notwith- 
standing the  greater  extension  avowedly  purposed  in  this  new  scheme,  and  to 
which  some  of  the  provisions  appear  intended  to  give  efficiency,  it  is  expressly 
declared  (Art.  2.),  “ That  power  be  granted  to  the  foresaid  graduate  Doctors  of  Edin- 
burgh to  associate  and  incorporate  in  their  society  and  fellowship  within  Edinburgh, 
A 2 
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to  have  their  residence  together  with  them  in  the  said  town,  one  or  more  Physicians 
hereafter  as  shall  be  found  requisite,  the  whole  number  of  the  fellowship  in  Edinburgh 
in  no  time  coming  exceeding  (for  the  better  furnishing  of  the  country  with  physicians 
abroad)  nine  at  the  most;  and  of  these,  whensoever  any  of  their  rooms  or  their  suc- 
cessors shall  fall  to  be  void  by  death,  the  remanent  only  to  choose  or  elect  one  or  more  as 
need  bees,  of  the  most  cunning  and  expert  men  and  Graduate  Doctors  in  the  said  Faculty, 
to  supply  the  vacant  rooms  of  the  deceased , and  to  take  them  sworn : and,  if  it 
shall  happen  at  the  pleasure  of  God,  at  any  time  coming,  that  all  these  of  the  societv 
and  fellowship  of  Medicine  of  Edinburgh  be  inlaking  through  decease,  the  privileges  of 
the  Incorporation  foresaid  to  stand,  notwithstanding,  in  force  locally  within  the  town  of 
Edinburgh,  to  all  the  persons  to  succeed  by  new  election,  to  be  made  by  the  Lords  of 
his  Majesty’s  Secret  Council ; providing  always,  that  the  afterward  Elects  be  all  of  the 
Reformed  Religion,  received  and  publicly  professed  within  this  realm,  and  Graduate 
Doctors  in  that  Faculty,  either  from  some  famous  University  abroad,  or  from  the  fore- 
said  College  and  Incorporation ; and,  failing  such,  that  at  least  they  be  such  as  have, 
been  first  duly  tried  and  examined  and  licentiate  in  the  said  College,  and  their  prac- 
tice in  the  samen,  some  reasonable  good  time  before,  generally  approven  in  the  bounds 
of  their  residence  and  employment  within  the  kingdom,  before  the  admission  to  the 
Corporation  of  the  foresaid  Fellowship  of  Edinburgh.” 

The  extreme  case,  here  put  hypothetically,  seems  to  imply,  not  only  the  con,- 
stitution  of  the  projected  College  being  like  that  of  the  former  scheme, — but 
also  the  radical  distinction  between  those  who  composed  it,  now  encreased  to 
nine  in  number,  and  those  who,  besides  obtaining  the  privilege  of  practice, 
were  held  eligible  as  successors,  in  the  event  of  vacancies  happening.  The 
latter,  it  is  evident,  were  to  form  no  portion  of  the  Society,  until  they  had 
been  actually  elected  into  it  after  such  an  occurrence.  Farther,  and  as  in  the 
former  scheme,  the  employments  of  Pharmacy  and  Surgery  were  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  College  on  trial  of  the  parties. 

Numerous  particulars  in  this  plan,  besides  the  preceding,  deserve  to  be 
mentioned. 

Article  1.  implies,  that  the  Graduate  Doctors,  of  whom  the  College  was  to  con- 
sist, were  to  be  “ of  the  Reformed  Religion  received  and  publickly  professed  with- 
in the  kingdom and  among  other  endowments,  they  were  empowered  to  have  “ a 
Counsel-house  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  Canongate,  or  suburbs,  or  within  a 
mile  thereof,  together  with  a Seal,”  to  be  called  “ The  Seal  of  the  Faculty  of  Me- 
dicine.” Article  3.  provided,  that  the  President  and  Councillors  should  “ be  always 
chosen  out  of  the  number  of  the  Graduate  Doctors  of  the  Society,  &c.  of  Edin- 
burgh,” thereby  showing  that  there  might  be  Societies,  or  at  least  members  elsewhere. 
Besides  what  related  to  the  examination  and  prices  of  drugs,  mentioned  in  Articles 
5,  and  6,  the  7th  contained  a prohibition  against  selling  “ any  drugs  of  dangerous 
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quality,  as  antimony,  scammony,  arsenic,  mercury-sublimate,  hellebore,  opium,  ela- 
terium,  or  any  narcotic,  cathartic  or  purging  medicaments,  to  any  whatsoever,  except 
allenarly  either  to  the  Apothecaries,  or  to  the  Physicians  of  the  foresaid  Incorpora- 
tion, or  Licentiate  from  the  said  College,  or  to  such  others  as  have  their  warrand 
and  ordinance  for  the  same.” 

Article  8.  ordained  that  no  Chirurgeon  or  Apothecary  should  be  admitted  or  re- 
ceived “ Masters  in  Chirurgery,  nor  suffered  to  profess  or  practise  the  said  arts, 
but  such  as  shall  be  first  tried  and  examined  by  the  said  College,  of  their  know- 
ledge and  capacity  therein,”  &c.  But  this  examination  was  to  be  made  respectively 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Masters  in  Chirurgery  within  Edinburgh,  and  that  of 
the  Apothecaries  “ in  presence  of  the  Masters,  Apothecaries,  and  Freemen  of  said 
town  for  the  time,” — the  College  having  these  assistants  “ sworn  for  the  faithful  dis- 
charge of  their  whole  duties  and  service.” 

Article  9.  must  be  given  in  full.  It  statuted  or  ordained,  “ that  the  trial  and  ex- 
amination of  the  Licentiates  or  (persons)  to  be  promoted  to  the  degree  of  Doctorate, 
be  made  in  the  whole  Society  and  Fellowship  of  Edinburgh,  with  liberty  to  whatso- 
ever other  Graduate  Doctors  of  the  whole  incorporation  through  the  kingdom,  to 
concur  with  them  in  the  said  trial  and  examination,  if  they  please  ; but  the  Promo- 
tors of  the  degree  of  Doctorate  to  be  only  the  Graduate  Doctors  of  the  Fellowship 
of  Edinburgh,  and  these  per  vices , the  eldest  Physician  of  Edinburgh  beginning,  and 
so  consequently  by  order,,” 

In  10,  there  is  the  common  ordination  against  practising  medicine,  except  by  the 
Doctors  of  the  College,  and  such  as  were  authorized  and  licensed  by  letters-testimo- 
nial, — extended  of  course  to  the  whole  kingdom,  consistently  with  the  general  de- 
sign ; while  11.  guarantees  the  practice  within  Edinburgh,  “ and  24  miles  about,” 
to  “ the  Physicians  only  of  the  said  Society  and  Fellowship  of  Edinburgh.”  This 
ordination,  however,  is  expressly  said  to  be  without  “ prejudice  always,  to  whatever 
Graduate  Doctors  within  the  kingdom,  of  the  Incorporation , to  be  called  and  admit- 
ted at  the  desire  of  the  patient  to  consultations  with  the  Physicians  of  said  fellow- 
ship within  the  said  town.” 

Article  \2.  distinctly  provides  against  “ many  abusers  and  ignorant  persons, 
never  trained  up  in  medicine  or  literature,”  assuming  to  themselves  the  style  of  Doc- 
tors of  Medicine,  “ whereby  they  not  only  disgrace  the  worthy  Professors  thereof,  but 
deceive  also  the  lieges,”  &c.  The  measure  for  this  purpose,  besides  a prohibition  of 
the  title,  unless  received  “ in  some  famous  University  abroad,  or  else  from  the  fore- 
said  College  and  Incorporation  of  this  kingdom,”  is  thus  stated, — “ that  all  the 
present  Graduate  Doctors  within  the  kingdom,  within  half  a year  after  the  publica- 
tion hereof,  as  they  shall  have  opportunity,  and  all  new  Graduated  Doctors  hereaf? 
ter,  before  their  public  practice  in  the  kingdom,  repair  to  the  town  of  Edinburgh, 
and  there  notify  unto  the  Society  and  Fellowship  thereof  their  degree  of  Doctorate 
in  that  Faculty,  by  their  program  and  thesis  publickly  sustained  and  disputed,  and 
letters-testimonial  of  the  University  where  they  received  the  said  degree  and  dignity, 
and  so  to  matriculate  themselves  in  the  said  town  of  Edinburgh,  with  the  foresaid 
College  and  Incorporation  as  members  thereof.” 
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No  comment  is  needed  to  show  where,  and  to  what  amount,  this  proposed  enact- 
ment would  give  offence ; even  though,  according  to  the  powers  of  their  Charters,  the 
Scottish  Universities  had  not  hitherto  been  in  the  use  of  granting  Degrees  in  Medi- 
cine. The  next  article  must  necessarily  have  proved  equally  obnoxious  to  a single 
Corporation.  It  ordained  that  no  Chirurgeon  within  Edinburgh  should  £{  take 
blood  of  any  person,  or  undertake  the  cure  of  any  aposteme,  ulcer,  fracture,  or 
wound,  or  any  other  thing  requiring  chirurgical  operation,  which  may  be  deadly  or 
dangerous  for  the  life  of  the  diseased  or  wounded  person,  such  as  are  wounds  of  the 
head,  stomach,  heart,  diaphragm,  belly,  bladder,  lights,  and  liver,  or  great  vessels, 
without  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  except  in  case  of  pre- 
sent necessities  ; and  that  no  deposition  be  given  to  any  Judge  whatsoever,  by  Chi- 
rurgeons  anent  any  wounded  person,  or  the  quality  of  his  wound  or  wounds,  but  at 
the  sight  and  under  the  hand  and  subscription  of  some  of  the  Doctors  of  the  said 
Society , together  with  the  Masters  in  Chirurgery  of  the  said  town.” 

Article  14.  respects  such  measures  as  might  be  necessary  to  make  the  powers  of 
the  College  efficient, — as  by  warning  and  summoning  delinquents,  commanding  the 
Magistrates  to  be  aiding  in  the  execution  of  acts,  and  charging  “ all  keepers  of 
wards  and  prisons  that  they  accept  and  receive,  &c.  all  and  every  person  or  persons 
so  offending,  as  shall  be  committed  to  them  from  the  said  College,”  &c.  The  15th 
craves  exemption  to  all  the  Doctors  of  the  Corporation  “ from  all  burdens  and  tax- 
ation, and  bearing  of  arms  in  all  time  coming,  and  that  they  be  declared  to  be  holden 
among  the  number  of  privileged  persons  a legibus  sumptuariisf  &c.  Number  16. 
provides  a reservation  very  comprehensive,  namely,  “ upon  all  other  good  and  ex- 
pedient means  which  may  further  and  promote  the  said  Faculty  of  Medicine  within 
the  kingdom,  as  time  and  experience,  and  the  happy  success  of  so  good  a constitu- 
tion, may  afford.” 

Article  17,  and  last,  decrees  to  the  whole,  “ the  full  force,  power  and  strength  of 
an  act  of  Parliament,  conform  to  an  act  of  reference  of  the  last  Parliament  1621,” 
to  be  “ ratified  and  confirmed  in  the  next  ensuing  Parliament,”  in  all  and  every 
grant,  &c.  “ tending  to  the  good  and  weal  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  advancement  of 
the  said  Faculty,  and  available  to  the  said  Body- Corporate,  and  their  successors  for 
ever,  in  as  ample  and  large  manner  as  may  be,  and  that  incontinent  after  the  pass- 
ing of  thir  presents,  they  be  openly  proclaimed  at  all  the  mercat-crosses  within  this 
realm,  and  be  printed  by  the  King’s  Majesty’s  printers,  to  the  effect  that  none  pre- 
tend ignorance.” 

This  design,  in  short,  was  most  catholic  and  magnificent, — wanting  only 
two  or  three  circumstances  to  be  adopted  by  any  nation.  These,  however, 
happened  to  he  somewhat  important, — more  especially,  practicability  and  con- 
sent of  parties.  The  exposition  of  it  now  given,  with  the  record  of  its  fate, 
might,  if  generally  known,  tend  not  a little,  perhaps,  to  moderate  both  the 
pride  and  the  expectations  of  those  who  would  urge  a legislature  into  supposed 
improvements  beyond  the  condition  and  prejudices  of  society;  and  it  is  really 
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mortifying  to  think,  that  certain  schemes,  of  which  the  Appendix  to  the  pre- 
sent Report  will  give  details,  were  equalled  in  principles  and  surpassed  in 
contrivance  nearly  two  centuries  before.  Sir  Robert  Sibbald,  speaking  of 
his  uncle,  Dr  George  Sibbald  of  Gibbliston,  who  seems  to  have  been  much 
engaged  in  this  design  of  a College,  and  whose  papers  regarding  it  came  into 
his  possession,  says  very  simply  hut  expressively,  “ He  hath  this  reflexion 
upon  it”  (the  project  of  1630-3)  “ that  the  matter  was  delayed  and  obstructed 
by  those  men  that  should  and  ought  most  to  have  furthered  the  same  for  their 
own  private  ends  and  interests.”  Another,  writing  in  relation  to  it,  as  well 
as  the  previous  attempt,  discloses  some  historical  facts,  and  gives  vent  to  an 
indignant  or  a mournful  spirit,  in  the  following  very  curious  passage : — 

“ His  Majesty  (James  VI.)  referring  the  consideration  thereof  (the  project  of 
1617)  to  his  Council,  whereof  in  these  times  the  Bishops  were  come  to  make  up  a great 
part,  and  were  become  in  that  Consistory  so  powerful  that  they  did  indeed  sway  all, — 
they  finding  the  petitioners  most  of  them  inconform  to  the  innovations  in  worship  they 
were  then  about  establishing,  did  in  this  withdraw  their  favour  so  from  them,  that 
though  they  were  ashamed  to  be  found  professed  owners  of  such  horrid  impiety,  to  stop 
or  deny  openly  and  absolutely  motions  and  desires  so  liquidly  just,  yet  became  ob- 
dured  to  own  so  much  of  it  as  to  work  the  equivalent,  by  ever  proroguing  from  day  to 
day  the  honest  intenders,  till  they  got  them  at  last  wearied  out. 

“ The  Chirurgeons  then  made,  as  now  they  do,  (it  would  appear  from  the  close, 
in  1657),  a buzzling  and  a stour,  and  wanted  not  their  prop  likeways,  as  now  they 
have  from  the  Town  of  Edinburgh.  But  that  any  other  Burgh  of  the  land,  or  the 
Apothecaries,  or,  which  cannot  yet  be  got  well  believed  by  very  schoolmisstresses  and 
grammarians,  that  any  University  did  then  appear  against  them,  were  things  then  al- 
together unimaginable. 

“ They  were,  as  said  is,  from  time  to  time,  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  always 
delayed  till  the  year  1633,  that  King  Charles  came  to  Scotland  to  be  crowned.  Then 
the  business  having  been  strongly  recommended  by  the  Lords  of  the  Articles  chosen  for 
that  Parliament, — nothing  using  by  them  to  be  so  recommended  but  what  was  really 
concluded  by  them  to  be  of  unquestionable  utility  for  the  public,  and  necessary  should 
be  enacted, — to  the  Parliament ; they,  being  not  to  sit  any  time,  were  pleased  to  en- 
act its  reference  to  the  Privy  Council  for  despatching  it, — which  act  may  be  seen  in- 
rolled  among  the  unprinted  Acts  of  that  Parliament,  1633,  where  it  resteth  to  this 
hour.  The  well-meaning  petitioners,  being  become  by  that  time  many  of  them  aged, 
but  all  of  them  wearied  out  with  toil,  did  of  necessity  desist  thereafter  fi’om  any  further 
prosecution  of  it,  but,  left  it  with  them,  and  till  the  last  year  it  was  never  publickly 
spoken  of.”* 

* Copy  (belonging  to  the  College)  of  a MS.  said  to  be  in  the  Advocates’  Library,  “ wrote  and 
collected  by  that  most  industrious  antiquarian  Sir  Robert  Sibbald,  Historiographer  to  Charles 
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After  the  death  of  Dr  George  Sibbald,  as  we  learn  from  his  nephew, 
a new  plan  for  the  same  purpose  was  entertained,  and  “ mainly  managed,”  it 
is  said,  “ by  Dr  George  Purves,  a man  of  great  parts,  and  of  much  bold- 
ness and  vivacity  of  spirit ; and  who  was  of  a pragmatic  temper,  and  did  not 
spare  charges  for  to  accomplish  the  design.”  He  had  several  colleagues,  whose 
names  are  preserved,  hut  not  one  of  which  is  in  the  list  of  the  original  pa- 
tentees,— a circumstance  from  which  the  length  of  the  period  before  the  date  of 
the  charter  may  be  conjectured.  In  relation  to  this  new  plan,  there  is  a paper 
enumerating  “ the  public  abuses  in  matters  of  medicine and  which,  as  de- 
scribed, were  frightful  enough  to  demand  very  prompt  and  vigorous  remedy. 
Modern  times,  even  with  the  aid  of  Burking  itself,  cannot  equal  such  a pic- 
ture as  “ frequent  murders  committed  universally  in  all  parts  of  this  kingdom 
by  quacks,  women,  gardeners,  and  others  grossly  ignorant.”  Then  we  have 
some  anti-canonical  enormities  scarcely  less  shocking  : as  “ the  unlimited 
and  unaccountable  practices  of  Chirurgeons,  Apothecaries,  and  Empirics,  pre- 

IB,  and  first  projector  of,  and  promoter  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edinburgh,” — a 
statement  clearly  wrong.  Supposing  the  date  of  the  passage  to  be  correctly  inferred,  the  writer, 
almost  certainly,  was  not  Sir  Robert  himself,  who,  by  his  own  account,  (MS.  Memoirs), 
was  born  in  1641,  and,  consequently,  only  sixteen  in  1657-  The  details  of  his  birth  and  early 
years,  indeed  of  his  whole  life,  are  quite  unique.  A specimen  is  all  that  can  be  ventured  on 
here.  “ I came  into  the  world  hooded  (as  they  call  it)  with  the  after-birth  upon  my  head.  1 
was  baptized  by  Master  Will.  Colvill,  Minister  of  the  Tron  Church  parish.  I was  borne 
in  a house  near  to  the  head  of  Black  Friar  Wynde,  upon  the  east  side,  and  was  named  Robert 
after  my  grandfather  by  the  mother  side,  Mr  Robert  Boyd.  By  the  advice  of  my  uncle  by 
the  father  side,  Dr  George  Sibbald,  Physician  in  Edinburgh,  1 sucked  till  I was  two  years 
and  two  months  old,  and  could  run  up  and  down  the  street  and  speak  ; because  my  other  bro- 
thers and  sisters  had  dyed  hectick,  which  long  sucking  proved  by  the  blessing  of  God  a mean  to 
preserve  me  alive.  My  nurse  was  Bessie  Mason,  a country-woman  born  near  Heriot  Kirk,  a 
good  woman,  who  had  all  her  days  a tender  affection  for  me,  and  both  before  her  marriage  with 
John  Binnie  and  after  stayed  most  part  of  her  life  thereafter  with  me,  and  dyed  of  the  age  of 
70  in  a high  house  of  myne  in  Edinburgh  next  to  the  garden,  (the  old  Physic  Garden,  it  is 
presumed).  While  I was  a child  in  my  nurse’s  arms,  my  grandfather  did  observe  my  inclina- 
tion for  letters ; for,  when  I cryed  and  weept  on  any  occasion,  I stilled  upon  the  giving  me  the 
Psalms  of  Buchanan  he  keept  in  his  pocket.”  Now,  though  the  boy,  who,  besides  the  derivative 
virtues  of  such  a lucky  cap,  at  the  same  time  relished  Bessie  Mason’s  milk  and  Buchanan’s 
Psalms,  might  perchance  have  commenced  historian  in  his  teens,  the  presumption  as  to  the 
authorship  of  the  MS.  is  rather  in  favour  of  n older  man.  Sir  Robert  had  merit  enough  at  a 
.ater  period,  in  regard  to  the  actual  foundation  of  the  College,  as  is  well  known,  and  as  he  was 
most  careful  to  record  in  his  extraordinary  Memoir.  His  uncle,  it  may  be  added,  was  author  of 
“ Regulse  bene  et  salubriter  vivendi,”  published  at  Edinburgh  in  1701,  by  the  nephew,  who,  giv- 
ing a catalogue  of  his  writings,  says,  “ prater  ea  quae  memorata  a Tho.  Dempstero,  extant 
apud  me  varia.”  He  alludes  to  Dempster’s  Hist.  Eccles.  Gent.  Scotor.  lib.  7,  where  George 
Sibbald  is  highly  praised. 
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tending  to  Medicine,  not  only  in  places  destitute  of  Physicians,  but  in  the  most 
eminent  cities  of  this  nation, — all  these  undertaking  the  cures  of  all  diseases, 
without  advice  or  assistance  of  Physicians  “ the  unwarrantable  vending  of 
drugs,  simple  and  compound,  &c. ; — and  these  generally  carious,  sophisticated, 
and  every  way  corrupted,  &c. “ the  exorbitant  prices  of  drugs,  by  which  the 
lieges  are  much  exacted,” — “ the  great  abuse  lately  established  in  Edinburgh 
and  other  cities  by  engrossing  promiscuously  these  two  trades  into  one  corpo- 
ration,” &c.  But,  to  come  to  points  not  exaggerated,  and  perfectly  significant, 
allusion  is  made  to  “ the  great  charges  and  difficulties  Students  of  Medicine 
are  put  to  in  travelling  abroad  for  education  and  degrees  in  the  science  of  Me- 
dicine, and  the  disadvantages  and  discredit  Universities  suffer  in  being  de- 
prived of  their  privilege ; the  great  loss  Physicians  are  at  in  not  improving 
their  learning  by  professions  ; and  the  advantages  which  would  accrue  to  all 
the  nation,  if,  as  other  well-governed  countries,  they  had  such  settlement  of 
privileges  for  Physicians  here.”  In  the  correctness  of  these  remarks,  and  their 
applicability  to  the  age,  no  one  acquainted  with  the  then  state  of  Scotland  can 
hesitate  to  concur.  Very  similar  sentiments  were  conveyed  in  an  official  do- 
cument long  afterwards. 

The  remedy  proposed  for  these  evils,  then,  as  on  former  occasions,  was  a 
College  to  be  erected  in  Edinburgh,  but,  of  course,  with  unlimited  jurisdiction. 
The  individuals  named,  and  in  whose  favours  the  draft  of  a patent  was  made 
out,  were  to  “ have  power  and  authority  to  oversee,  rule  and  order  what  may 
concern  the  right  administration  of  physic  to  the  people  of  Scotland,  in  all 
parts  and  places  of  the  said  nation,  with  power  to  them  to  censure  and  punish 
all  persons  who  shall  presume  to  practise,  exerce,  or  profess  physic,  or  give  me- 
dicine, or  ordain  physical  prescriptions  in  any  part  or  place  of  Scotland,  being 
not  members  of  the  said  College,  or  not  being  approved  or  licensed  by  the  said 
President  and  College  under  their  common  seal.”  But  farther,  the  said 
College  and  their  successors,  with  all  who  should  be  licensed  by  them,  were 
to  be  at  liberty  to  64  practise  and  exercise  the  art  of  Chirurgery  (foras- 
much as  the  science  of  Physic  doth  comprehend,  include,  and  contain  in  it  the 
knowledge  of  Chirurgery,  being  a special  part  of  the  same  and  member 
thereof),  in  all  points,  and  throughout  Scotland,  save  only  within  the  cities  of 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  where  the  said  President  and  College  shall  have  no 

further  power  as  to  the  exercise  of  Chirurgery  than  what  they  as  graduate 
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physicians  lawfully  had  or  might  have  had  before  the  date  of  these  presents.” 
Then  follow  regulations  as  to  Apothecaries,  their  shops  and  art,  to  the  full  ex- 
tent previously  devised,  hut  with  greater  speciality,  closing  with  a provision, 
that,  when  any  Apothecary  is  to  set  up  his  trade  within  Edinburgh,  or  any 
other  city  or  burgh  of  Scotland,  the  Magistrates,  <Scc.  shall  have  notice  thereof 
from  the  said  President  and  College,  that  if  they  so  please,  they  may  be  pre- 
sent at  the  examination  and  admission  of  such  Apothecaries,  to  exercise  their 
said  trade.” 

An  article  in  this  plan,  not  hitherto  mentioned,  is  of  consequence  on  its 
own  account,  as  well  as  by  pointing  out  the  scientific  views  of  the  projectors. 
“ It  is  to  be  provided,  that  the  Magistrates  of  the  several  cities  and  burghs,  and 
the  Sheriffs  of  the  respective  counties,  shall  and  may  be  empowered,  at  discre- 
tion, from  time  to  time,  to  give  to  the  said  President  and  College,  or  their 
assignees  sufficiently  authorised  in  that  behalf,  under  their  common  seal,  such 
dead  bodies  of  malefactors  executed  as  they  shall  desire,  for  making  of  dissec- 
tion and  anatomy  for  the  use  of  the  College.” 

From  the  correspondence  of  names,  at  least  to  a certain  amount,  in  the 
document  now  alluded  to,  and  in  another  speedily  to  be  mentioned,  it  may  be 
decidedly  concluded,  that  this  plan  was  identically  the  same  as  one,  the  success 
of  which  seemed  to  be  secured  by  the  favour  of  an  individual,  whose  autho- 
rity and  influence,  in  every  respect  but  the  name,  were  regal.  Supposing  this 
to  be  the  case,  and,  indeed,  on  any  view  whatever,  some  very  important  histo- 
rical facts  have  now  to  be  recorded. 

In  the  month  of  June  1656,  the  Lords  of  Council,  seriously  contempla- 
ting the  means  for  redressing  evils  in  the  practice  of  medicine,  with  a view  to 
their  full  information  and  guidance,  appointed  a Commission  or  Board  of  Phy- 
sicians, five  in  number,  of  whom  two  were  Englishmen  *.  These,  after  va- 
rious meetings,  unanimously  agreed  that  the  establishment  of  a College  was 
the  best  expedient ; and,  accordingly,  recommended  it,  giving  in  at  the  same 
time  certain  propositions  or  articles  for  its  constitution.  The  resolutions  of 
their  Lordships  thereon  were  embodied  in  a letter,  addressed  by  Lord  Brog- 
hill  to  his  Highness  the  Protector.  It  was  dated  24th  November  of  the  same 

* It  is  not  easy  to  ascertain  who  these  were.  Drs  Wright  and  Bates  had  been  sent 
down  to  attend  Cromwell  in  1651,  but,  in  all  probability,  they  soon  returned  to  London. 
The  former  will  be  spoken  of  immediately.  (See  Crornwelliana , p.  103.) 
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year,  and  unequivocally  approved  of  the  general  design,  as  a few  sentences  will 
demonstrate.  Setting  out  with  an  allusion  to  the  complaints  made  to  the 
Council  “ regarding  divers  persons  unlicensed  and  unskilful  in  physic,”  who 
yet  administered  it,  and  also  the  sale  of  “ apothecary  wares,  which  were  cor- 
rupt and  unfit  for  the  use  of  man,”  Lord  Broghill  says,  very  cogently, 
« Your  Highness’  Council  were  more  clearly  convinced  of  the  evil  than  of  what 
might  be  an  effectual  and  adequate  remedy.”  But  he  adds,  “ having  informed 
themselves  the  best  they  could,  they  found,  that,  as  the  want  of  a College  of 
■Physicians  in  Scotland  occasioned  the  ill,  so  the  erection  of  a College  here 
might  cure  it, — at  least  in  a high  and  good  degree  lessen  and  prevent  it. 
They  found  also  that,  for  want  of  one,  all  persons  inclined  to  the  study  of 
physic  were  necessitated  to  repair  into  France  or  Italy,  to  make  any  proficiency 
therein,  which  in  many  respects  was  prejudicial.”  He  comes  then  to  the 
special  reason  for  interfering.  “ Your  Council,  therefore,  appointed  me,  when 
I waited  on  your  Highness,  to  acquaint  you  herewith,  and  humbly  to  move 
you  that  a College  of  Physicians  might  he  set  up  in  Scotland  by  virtue  of  your 
Highness’s  letters  patent  in  that  behalf,  endowed  with  such  privileges  and 
immunities  as  to  your  Highness’s  grave  wisdom  should  be  thought  fit ; where- 
by a charitable  restriction  might  be  put  upon  ignorant  and  insufficient  per- 
sons, and  that  only  such  as  are  competently  qualified  might  be  empowered  to 
administer ; as  also,  that  due  care  might  be  had  that  no  ill  drugs  might  be 
sold  or  employed  upon  patients.” 

What  follows,  in  this  really  excellent  letter,  pertains  to  the  mode  of  ful- 
filling the  instruction  or  appointment  of  the  Council,  and  to  some  personal  cir- 
cumstances too  interesting  to  be  omitted.  “ This  I would  have  done  when  I 
first  came  to  this  town,  but  your  Highness’s  more  important  affairs  would  have 
then  rendered  such  a motion  too  great  a rudeness  : and,  now  it  hath  pleased 
the  Lord  to  visit  me  for  some  days  with  sickness,  and,  to  recover  of  that,  being 
necessitated  for  some  time  to  repair  to  the  country  to  follow  more  undisturbedly 
a little  course  of  physic,  I have  presumed  humbly  by  letter  to  impart  this  unto 
your  Plighness  : Lest  the  bearer  hereof,  Dr  Purves,  might  wait  too  long,  he 
only  attending  your  Highness’s  pleasure  herein  from  many,  and  in  the  behalf  of 
many  more  of  Scotland,  who  groan  under  the  ill,  and  hope  for  relief  in  it  from 
your  Highness’s  justice  and  noble  favour.  Dr  Wright,  and  several  others 

in  this  city,  are  informed  of  the  thing  itself,  and  convinced  of  the  necessity  and 
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advantages  of  it,  who,  together  with  Dr  Purves,  may  give  your  Highness 
satisfaction  in  many  doubts  which  may  arise : only  all  your  servants  there 
esteemed  it  an  advisable  work,  and  as  such  commanded  me  to  lay  it  humbly 
before  you,  which,  in  all  submission,  is  now  done  by,”  &c  *. 

This  letter  appears  to  have  been  soon  delivered,  together  with  a petition 
from  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  engaged  in  the  project.  Both  were  gra« 
ciously  received  by  the  Protector,  who,  then  meditating  the  union  of  Scotland, 
might  probably  he  well  pleased  to  have  an  opportunity  of  so  far  assimilating  it 
with  England.  If  this  inference  be  correct,  it  will  account  for  his  promptness 
on  the  occasion.  He  is  said,  in  the  narrative  now  followed,  to  have  delivered 
the  documents  “ out  of  his  own  hand  to  the  Council,”  with  a commendation  of 
the  thing  itself  seriously  to  my  Lord  Lambeth  for  dispatch.” 

The  Council,  accordingly,  “ the  same  very  night,  did  commit  the  business 
to  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave,  the  Lord  Lambert,  and  the  Lord  Viscount 
Lisle,”  who  forthwith  proceeded  in  it  judiciously  as  well  as  actively.  They 
got  reports,  in  the  first  place,  from  four  Physicians  of  the  College  of  London, 
no  doubt  as  to  the  merits  of  the  scheme ; secondly,  took  the  opinions  of  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor-General,  in  regard  to  its  legal  hearings  ; and,  farther, 
to  guard  against  collision,  as  the  narrative  hints,  examined  “ an  agreement 
upon  the  explication  and  restriction  of  every  one  of  the  articles  between,  and 

* Godwin  seems  uncertain  as  to  Broghill’s  station  in  the  Council.  But  there  can  be 
no  doubt  of  the  fact,  as  General  Monk,  one  of  the  members,  in  a letter  styles  him  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  his  Highness’s  Council  in  Scotland  (Thurloe’s  State  Papers,  vol.  vi.  p.  127).  His 
Lordship  had  applied  to  Thurloe  (Secretary)  for  permission  to  return  to  England  on  13th 
May  ( lb . vol.  v.  p.  18.),  and  stated  private  reasons  for  the  request,  while  he  alluded  to  public 
concerns.  By  a letter  to  the  same  individual,  dated  Edinburgh,  22d  August,  it  appears  he 
intended  immediately  to  set  out  on  his  journey  thence,  and  mentions  his  route  ; while,  from 
another,  28th  November,  four  days  after  the  above  address  to  the  Protector,  we  learn  that  he 
was  at  Andover  on  his  way  to  Bath,  “very  lame  with  the  goute.”  Dr  Wright,  as  Broghill 
well  knew,  had  great  influence  with  Cromwell,  and  might  have  been  enabled  to  speak  on  the 
subject  of  a College,  by  conversing  with  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  during  his  visit  there. 
An  anecdote  in  “Lex  Talionis,”  &c.  (1670),  designed  as  a set-off  to  Dr  Merret’s  abuse  of  the 
Apothecaries,  may  be  quoted,  for  the  information  it  gives  as  to  the  rate  of  payment  to  the  Phy- 
sicians, as  much  as  for  the  joke  on  one  of  them.  “ I’ll  tell  you  a very  fine  story  of  a noted 
Doctor  in  Physic  and  of  the  College,  for  ought  I know,  who  in  the  late  times  attended  in 

Scotland,  and  had  20 s.  per  diem  salary  (by  this  you  may  judge  him  no  small ) ! One 

time  after  dinner,  one  of  the  gentlemen  brought  in  an  herb  or  plant  (call  it  what  you  please), 
which  he  knew  not,  nor  some  others  at  table : At  last,  they  asked  the  Doctor’s  opinion,  what  he 
thought  it  was.  His  answer  was  “ he  could  not  tell,  but  thought  it  might  be  some  strange 
plant  peculiar  to  that  land  and  seriously  this  was  nothing  but  a carrot- top : an  admirable 
herbarist,” 
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mutually  signed  by,  the  Provost  (of  Edinburgh),  then  the  City’s  Commissioner 
at  London,  and  him  of  our  number  (most  probably  Dr  Purves)  who  was  by 
us  commissioned  for  prosecution  of  obtainment  of  the  Patent.”  It  is  manifest 
from  this  last  circumstance,  conjoined  with  an  allusion  to  “ several  accordments 
between  the  same  person  on  our  behalf,  and  those  others  who  were  thought 
then  could  pretend  any  concernment,”  meaning  the  U niversities  of  Scotland,  of 
which  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  are  specially  named, — that  due  pains  had  been 
previously  taken  to  prevent  or  remove  objections.  After  such  inquiries  “ had 
on  all  hands,”  as  we  are  told,  “ even  to  the  plenary  and  final  satisfaction  of  all 
imaginable  concerned  interests,  that  Honourable  Committee,  having  become 
likewise  clear,  were  pleased  thereupon  to  make  a favourable  report  of  their 
whole  diligence  therein  to  the  Council,  who  did  immediately  order  a warrant 
should  he  drawn  by  the  Secretary  for  his  Highness’s  hand  to  it,  for  a Charter 
to  pass  all  the  seals  of  this  land,  as  well  as  England.” 

The  latter  were  speedily  affixed,  and  the  Charter  was  actually  transmit- 
ted to  Scotland.  Every  thing,  accordingly,  was  in  the  most  prosperous  train, 
to  all  human  appearance ; and  thus,  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  in  place  of 
being  a Royal  College  restricted  to  the  city,  were  on  the  very  eve  of  establish- 
ment by  the  Lord  Protector  as  a national  one.  Desirable  as  this  might  have 
been  in  many  respects,  and  greatly  to  the  credit  of  a man  whose  salutary  go- 
vernment of  Scotland  is  almost  universally  acknowledged,  it  could  scarcely 
have  escaped  the  rescinding  operations  of  his  successor.  But,  not  to  speculate 
on  mere  probabilities,  an  immediate  remora  has  to  be  noticed.  It  was  occa- 
sioned by  a petition  from  the  Corporation  of  Surgeons,  desiring  that  certain  ob- 
scure or  ambiguous  clauses  in  the  charter  might  be  explained,  and  that  the 
Council  of  State  should  be  empowered  to  take  full  consideration  of  “ every 
one’s  just  rights  and  privileges,”  before  attaching  the  final  symbol  of  authority. 
In  short,  without  distinctly  objecting  to  either  the  nature  or  purpose  of  the 
Patent,  it  craved  that  all  who  had  interests  concerned  should  be  previously 
heard  in  their  support.  The  reasonableness  of  such  a proposition  will  not  be 
denied  in  the  present  day,  and  seems  to  have  been  thoroughly  appreciated  in 
the  quarter  addressed  on  this  occasion,  namely  the  Protector  himself.  Not  so 
in  the  judgment  of  the  writer  whose  narrative  has  been  thus  far  followed.  But, 
supposing  him  Dr  Purves,  as  is  most  likely,  some  allowance  must  be  made 
for  grievous  disappointment ; and  perhaps  there  existed  circumstances,  not  now 
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easily  discovered,  to  account  for  or  even  justify  no  little  indignation.  This, 
however,  appears  to  have  been  excessive.  Witness  the  abrupt  and  hardly  in- 
telligible conclusion  of  a long  Memorial,  addressed  to  the  Lords  of  Council, 
be  it  observed,  and  intended,  by  history  as  well  as  argument,  to  guide  their  de- 
cision. “ We  shall  not  insist  on  criminating  here  the  guilefulness  or  vaf ri- 
des, unchristian  dealing,  of  those  men,  who  pretending  to  his  Highness  no- 
thing but  desires  of  explanation  of  some  doubtsome  words,  the  same  now,  be- 
fore your  Lordships  openly,  with  their  complices,  they  have  wrought  fascinated 
into  the  same  set  of  mind  with  themselves,  professeth  plainly  they  cannot  he 
safe,  except  the  thing  itself  be  utterly  destroyed,  and 

Disce : sed  ira  cadat  naso  rugosaque  sanna,”  &c.  &c. 

(quoting  the  5th  sat.  of  Persius  from  the  91st  to  the  104th  line). 

But,  though  the  Surgeons,  “ thinking  themselves  injured,”  says  Sir  R. 
Sibbalb,  alluding,  it  is  believed,  to  the  same  subject,  “ in  that  they  were  de- 
barred from  practising  Medicine,  and  the  Physicians  were  allowed  to  practise 
Chirurgery,  were  exceeding  clamorous,”  other  enemies  to  the  project,  now 
that  it  was  delayed,  had  to  be  encountered.  “ The  opposition,”  he  gives  us  to 
understand,  “ did  mainly  arise  from  the  City  of  Edinburgh,  and,  through  their 
influence,  from  the  rest  of  the  burghs  of  the  nation,  as  pretending  an  encroach- 
ment upon  their  liberties.  The  Universities  were  likewise  stirred  up  to  op- 
pose it,  upon  the  account  of  their  privileges,  which  they  alleged  would  be  in- 
fringed thereby.  The  City  of  Glasgow,  having  a Charter,  granted  in  the  be- 
half principally  of  the  Physicians  in  their  place,  with  the  Chirurgeons  and 
Apothecaries  therein,  whereby  they  are  empowered  with  inspection  over  the 
abuses  committed  in  any  of  the  three  professions  within  the  bounds  of  their 
precincts,  did  join  to  oppose  the  design.”  He  states  expressly,  notwithstand- 
ing, and  in  corroboration  of  the  previous  account  with  the  inferences  regard- 
ing it,  that  “ the  Chirurgeons  of  Edinburgh  were  the  first  movers  and  enter- 
tainers of  the  opposition,  that  did  at  last  put  a stop  to  the  project ;”  but,  un- 
happily, the  relinquishment  of  his  own  labours,  as  historian  of  the  College,  de- 
prives us  of  the  light  promised  by  him  touching  “ the  difficulties  that  did 
make  this  project  so  unfeasible  as  it  proved.”  While  these  may,  indeed,  be 
easily  inferred  from  the  previous  remarks,  a great  deal  of  inquiry  would  very 
obviously  be  requisite  to  point  out  where,  and  in  what  manner,  they  were  either 
experienced  or  attempted  to  be  overcome. 
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One  of  the  most  important  proceedings  in  relation  to  them  was  a con- 
ference held  at  Dundee,  in  the  month  of  July  1657,  between  a deputation 
from  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  in  all  probability  Dr  Pur  yes  and  Dr  Ro- 
bert Burnett,  on  the  one  hand,  and  some  from  Aberdeen  on  the  other. 
Here  several  articles  were  “ debated  and  advised,”  as  might  be  shown.  A de- 
tail of  the  whole  would  occupy  much  space,  and  must  consequently  be  avoided 
here.  Suffice  to  glance  at  what  was  certainly  deemed  of  most  consequence. 

For  a very  particular  reason,  then,  while  the  Universities  of  St  Andrew’s 
and  Glasgow  were  comparatively  quiescent  in  the  prospect  of  a College  of 
Physicians  being  erected  at  Edinburgh,  or,  as  the  same  writer  imagined,  were 
" pleased  by  their  silence  to  signify  their  good  wishes  to  it,”  the  University  of 
Aberdeen  was  alarmed  and  offended.  In  that  institution,  which,  consequently, 
was  superior  so  far  to  every  one  in  Scotland  at  the  period,  there  had  been  “ an 
actual  profession  of  Medicine  many  years  erected,  established,  and  stipended, 
with  a learned  Doctor  in  Medicine  in  the  place,  for  some  years  ago,  exercing 
and  orderly  teaching  and  professing  Medicine  in  all  its  parts.”  So,  at  least, 
said  the  advocates  for  the  University,  as  Dr  Purves  represents  them  arguing. 
In  addition,  they  contended,  that,  in  its  patent,  power  is  given  by  the  Pope 
first,  and  since  confirmed  successively  by  all  kings,  queens,  and  parliaments, 
to  graduate  in  every  science  without  exception ; and  to  invest  every  graduate 
they  so  create  with  all  usual  powers,  immunities,  and  privileges.  Lastly, 
and  much  stress  may  have  been  laid  upon  this  point,  the  University,  by  its 
charter,  could  “ license  every  of  their  graduates  to  teach  and  exerce  their  re- 
spective professions,  into  which  they  are  graduated,  as  wide  as  any  who  take 
their  degrees  at  Paris  or  Bononia,  i.  e.  hie  et  ubique  ter r arum T The  erec- 
tion of  a College,  therefore,  with  such  a jurisdiction  as  was  contemplated,  by 
either  restricting  the  act  of  granting  licences,  or  subjecting  those  who  obtained 
them  to  a new  trial,  was  deemed  a measure  which  “ must  needs  exceedingly 
injure,  if  not  totally  evert,  that  which  they  called  the  just  rights  and  powers 
of  their  University.”* 

* A sentence  immediately  following  proves  that  Edinburgh  had  participated  in  the  feeling 
expressed  by  Aberdeen.  All  the  Universities,  in  reality,  had  a common  cause.  “ The  Aca- 
demy of  this  city,  as  yet  having  neither  professor  nor  profession  of  this  science  within  them, 
in  like  manner  {per  prolepsin,  it  seemeth)  doth  argue  the  same.”  Very  fairly  it  might — if 
the  principle  had  been  valid ; though,  in  sundry  respects,  its  charter  differs  from  that  of  any 
University  in  Scotland.  The  proceedings  of  its  patrons,  &c.  on  this  occasion,  would  demand 
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It  will  be  easily  understood,  from  the  statement  now  given,  without  far- 
ther elucidation,  that  the  conference  at  Dundee  had  in  view  to  settle  matters 
of  no  slight  value.  But,  farther,  there  were  interests,  aside  from  philosophy 
and  science,  to  be  adjusted.  A single  sentence,  disposing  of  the  whole,  is  all 
that  can  be  offered  here.  The  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  agreed,  to  all  appear- 
ance frankly  and  unreservedly,  that  “ all  mortifications  left  to  the  Universities 
(generally,  it  is  presumed),  or  shall  afterwards  be  left,  to  any  profession  in  the 
same,  shall  redound  to  the  use  and  emolument  of  the  said  Universities,  and 
professors  therein,” — similar  gifts,  &c.  to  the  College  being  of  course  retained 
by  it;  that  the  privileges  of  the  Universities,  in  respect  to  graduating  students 
and  others  found  duly  qualified,  should  not  be  encroached  on,  but  reserved  in 
as  full  force  as  ever ; that,  as  the  patent  gave  sufficient  power,  regarding  the 
inspection  of  apothecaries’  shops,  and  admission  of  their  apprentices,  an  equal 
portion  of  it  should  be  delegated  to  every  quorum  of  the  College  established  in 
any  place  ; and  that,  in  allotting  the  bounds  of  the  particular  quorums,  cer- 
tain places  specified  would  in  all  probability  fall  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
Aberdeen.  Other  propositions  were  harmoniously  arranged,  but,  on  two  or 
three  points,  not  immediately  fixed,  there  seems  to  have  been  a reference  to 
future  deliberation  ; while,  concerning  the  power  to  practise  throughout  the 
land,  claimed  for  the  graduates  of  the  Universities,  irrespectively  of  the  Col- 
lege, the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  appear  to  have  made  a stand  on  a broad 
ground,  namely,  that  the  privilege  was  not  conferred  by  the  Masters  and  Pro- 
fessors of  Universities,  but  only  by  the  supreme  power,  ecclesiastical  or  civil, 
and  some  particular  association  or  body  delegated  thereby  for  the  purpose*. 

no  small  research.  They  are  not  spoken  of  by  Mr  Bower,  who,  possibly,  might  be  unac- 
quainted with  the  project  in  question.  But,  speaking  of  Dr  Leighton’s  mission  to  his  High- 
ness the  Protector,  “ for  procuring  an  augmentation  of  the  rental  of  the  College,”  he  remarks, 
there  is  no  doubt  of  the  Principal  having  undertaken  the  journey ; because,  upon  the  subse- 
quent 16th  October  (supposed  in  1057),  another  Committee  was  appointed  to  meet  with  him, 
anent  such  particulars  as  he  has  to  inform and,  farther,  “ the  success  of  this  mission,  every 
thing  taken  into  account,  was  apparently  considerable."  Much  more  than  this  would  be 
required. 

* The  principle  contended  for  here  forms  a main  position  in  the  “ Account  of  the  Rights 
of  the  Professors  of  Medicine,”  repeatedly  alluded  to  as  inferentially  the  production  of  Dr 
Purves  ; who  argues  it  with  very  great  talent,  as  well  as  most  extensive  knowledge  respect- 
ing the  constitutions  and  customs  of  Universities  and  Colleges  in  foreign  countries.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  held  in  Dundee,  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  were  empowered  to 
draw  up  a declaration  explanatory  of  the  “ true  state  of  the  business  on  hand. 
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Chirurgery  and  Pharmacy  came  in  for  their  proportional  share  of  atten- 
tion at  this  conference,  and,  in  all  probability,  seeing  the  members  were  legi- 


Considering  time  and  circumstances,  Aberdeen  had  positively  a fair  specimen  of  Phar- 
macy as  well  as  Typography  many  years  before  this  meeting  at  Dundee;  and  its  advocates, 
who  may  reasonably  be  supposed  not  only  aware  of  the  fact,  but  likewise  instructed  by  an  ap- 
peal to  the  established  usage  of  other  countries,  could  scarcely  avoid  cordial  acquiescence  in  the 
proposed  arrangements  touching  Apothecaries.  To  explain, — so  far  back  as  1625  appeared 
there  “ Pharmaco-Pinax,  or  a Table  and  Taxe  of  the  Pryces  of  all  usuall  Medicaments, 
simple  and  composed,  contayned  in  D.  Gordon’s  Apothecarie  and  Chymicall  shop,  within  Mr 
Robert  Farquhar’s  High  Lodging,  in  New  Aberdene,” — a few  sentences  from  the  Preface 
to  which  will  be  treated  with  respect,  notwithstanding  quaintness  of  style.  “ It  is  the  custome 
of  well-reformed  cities  in  Germanie  and  Italie,  that  everie  yeare  the  Colledge  of  Medicine 
visit  all  Apothecaries’  shops,  and  examine  their  drogs,  simple  and  composed,  as  distilled  waters 
syropes,  electuaries,  pillons,  &c.,  and  whatsoever  is  fuisted,  corrupted,  falsified,  or  any-wayes 
sophisticate,  they  throw  them  out ; and  all  dry  herbs,  reserved  two  yeares  (although  perchance 
fresh),  they  cause  burn  ; and  after  there  bee  new  and  recent  simples  gathered  and  brought, 
they  over-see  the  composing  of  such  thinges  as  should  stand  over  yeare.  Whether  or  not  such 
laudable  forms  were  necessarie  in  our  lawlesse  arte  here,  any  man  may  judge ; especially  if  his 
ears  were  filled  with  the  daily  complaints  of  the  people,  which  have  been  hitherto  kept  up  in 
ignorance  of  the  sinceritie  and  worth  of  such  things, — alleadging,  whatsoever  Doctors  ordaines 
some  to  sell,  quid  pro  quo,  or  at  least  to  weigh  everie  man  by  the  purse,  per  justUiam  dislribu- 
tivam  non  commutativam : and  so  are  forced  to  cause  merchands  bring  home  things  they  know 
neither  the  composition  nor  dose  (of),  only  for  the  pryce-cause,  which  being  taken  without  ad- 
vise, redoundeth  to  their  owne  hurt,  and  our  dishonour  that  are  of  the  arte  ; having,  insteade 
of  a common-weale,  a common-evile  therein,  and  the  whole  Facultie  made  in  evil  odour  to  the 
people : not  that  they  have  ever  lacked  learned  Professors,  but  because  hitherto  in  all  the  north 
part  of  this  kingdom  there  hath  been  no  well-ordered  Apothecarie  shop,  a thing  so  admirable, 
that  it  merits  a part  in  the  Records  of  the  Realme.” 

After  some  self-commendation  for  efforts  to  redress  these  enormities,  and  stating  the  ob- 
ject in  printing  the  taxe-board,  with  other  matters,  comes  the  practical  argument  for  greater 
nicety  and  number  of  medicaments  than  were  formerly  needed,  quoniam  variant  morbi,  varia- 
bimus  arles,  &c.,  only  set  off  in  a very  strange  manner  : “ Our  predecessors,  for  the  most  part, 
in  ages  past,  were  strong  men  in  personage,  dwelling  in  hilly  countrayes,  observing  exactlie 
Hippocrates  his  rule,  parci  in  victu,  eoque  simplici,  et  impigri  ad  labor es : yea,  somewhat  in 
policie  barbarous  ( absit  invidia  verbo ).  But  this  delicate  declyning  age  bringeth  out  frailer 
bodies,  and  more  diseases : Some  advancing  the  same  by  immoderate  studies,  exhausting  their 
humidum  radicale  et  calidum  innatum  ; and  clambicating  their  best  spirits,  so  leaving  no  re- 
maines,  but  the  bitter  dregs  of  humors,  to  make  the  rest  of  the  life  anxious  and  unpleasant. 
But  the  number  of  such  are  few,  compared  to  the  rest,  that,  by  commerce  with  other  nations, 
doe  not  as  Salomon’s  sayleres  to  Tarshish : for  they  leave  behinde  them  the  gold  of  Ophyr, 
that  is  virtue  and  policie,  wherewith  they  should  plant  their  country  at  their  returne ; 
and  bringeth  home  onlie  the  apes  and  peacocks  of  those  merchandes ; that  is  vanities,  and  for- 
raine  vices,  whereby  they  infect  the  kingdom  : such  is  varietie  of  dishes,  curiositie  of  desertes, 
sawces,  confections,  wine,  and  strong  drinkes,  ydleseat,  and  venerie ; perverting  thereby  all  di- 
gestions, corrupting  the  blood,  and  disturbing  the  harmonie  and  proportion  of  humours ; and 
consequentlie  incurring  worldes  of  new  infirmities,  unknown  to  former  ages:  which  evil,  since 
it  is  come  to  such  a height  now,  that  it  is  easier  to  be  lamented  than  redressed,  wee  thinke  it  not 
amisse,  that  reamedies  in  exquisitenesse  and  varietie  march,  pari  passu,  with  diseases.” 

Part  of  the  puffing  system  seems  to  have  been  well  understood  at  the  time  : “ If  anie  curi- 
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tiinatc  physicians,  occasioned  no  difference  of  opinion.  Suffice  to  say,  that  the 
limits  of  the  former,  as  will  be  readily  imagined,  were  made  narrow  enough, — 
Surgeons  being  confined  to  cutaneous  and  external  diseases,  “ so  long  as  these 
remained  simply  such,  and  did  not  recur whereas  “ the  assistance  of  one  of 
the  College  or  their  licentiates”  was  to  he  called  for  in  cases  not  coming  under 
such  interpretation.  “ Notwithstanding  hereof,  it  is  advised,”  says  the  record, 
“ that  they  shall  have  liberty  to  cure  the  Lues  Venerea — as  full  liberty  as 
they  have  hitherto  been  in  custom  of.”  Farther,  it  was  expressly  deter- 
mined that  no  Chirurgeon  or  Apothecary  should  “ put  hand  to  women  in 
dangerous  labours  of  child-bed,  nor  use  instruments  for  the  drawing  forth 
of  births,  without  the  advice  of  the  Physicians  aforesaid,  except  in  absolute 
necessity  of  inconvcniency  of  time  or  place,  where  Physicians  cannot  he  had :” 
— “ in  which  cases,  they  may  do  alone,  so  far  as  shall  he  found  not  to  have 

ous  man  of  his  owne  accord  would  buy  anie  things  of  this  table,  hee  shall  be  answered  ; pro- 
viding alwayes  hee  first  informe  himself,  with  us,  of  the  use  thereof,  (which  advise  shall  cost 
him  nothing  :)  and  not  applying  them  impertinentlie,  bring  a slander  on  those  hee  bought  them 
from.  And  to  that  effect,  howbeit  wee  make  long  voyages,  south  or  north,  wee  shall  leave  be- 
hind us  a sufficient  person  in  the  shop,  to  answer  all  buyers,  and  informe  them  of  the  use  of 
the  things  bought:  and  ourselves  shall  not  faile  to  be  present  (if  God  please)  at  Whitsonday 
and  Martinmas  Courts,  preciselie.”  Then  for  a spirit  of  accommodation  and  generosity  : “ If 
anie  of  the  people  finde  our  medicamentes  too  deare,  wee  are  not  malecontented  that  they  goe 
toothers,  (having  notwithstanding  first  essayed,  if  anie  deduction  may  be  made),  providing  they 
bee  eased,  which  is  the  chief  thing  we  aime  at.  If,  on  the  other  parte,  anie  of  our  brethren 
will  not  accord  to  our  prices,  come  to  us,  they  shall  not  be  refused.  Rex  Jupiter  omnibus  idem, 
Fata  viam  invenient.” 

An  advertisement  at  the  end  of  the  work  combines  piety  and  physic  very  strangely.  “ See- 
ing this  arte  hath  ever  hitherto  under-lyen  the  slander,  that  poore  folkes  cannot  be  benefited  by 
it,  we  have  for  their  solagement  prepared  some  cheape  medicaments  which  indeede  worketh  the 
same  effect  as  those  of  the  rich  : but  the  ingredients  are  not  so  exactlie  refined,  nor  the  com- 
position so  delicate  in  taking,  or  pleasant  in  working,  Tales  habent  labra  lactucas.  We  have 
lyke-wyse  framed  some  approved  remeadies,  to  the  most  frequent  diseases  of  the  people : who 
if  they  cannot  endure  a methodicall  eradicating  cure,  at  least  they  shall  receive  an  empiricall 
remead,  quasi  unum  pro  omnibus,  which  wee  hope  shall  doe  their  turne  in  a good  measure,  as 
they  will  record  that  pleases  to  essay  them. — Also  wee  have  provided  a good  store  of  cordial 
waters,  and  antidotes  for  the  pest,  which  now  ravaging  our  neighbour  kingdomes,  may  invade 
us  next : considering  the  maligne  influence,  the  unconstancie  and  unkindlinesse  of  the  air,  sud- 
den death,  and  unaccustomed  symptomes  of  sowning,  that  followeth  diseases  this  yeare : but 
above  all,  our  lewd  lives, — if  fervent  repentance,  and  frostie  winter,  intervening,  preveane  not. 
God  of  his  mercy  maintaine  us  this  peace  and  plentie,  that  wee  may  safely  throng  into  the 
house  of  God,  and  breathe  in  others’  faces,  without  danger.” 

Altogether,  bating  some  quackery,  this  work,  now  exceedingly  scarce,  is  a creditable  at- 
tempt, believed  the  first  in  Scotland,  at  a Pharmacopoeia ; for  such  it  really  is,  and,  as  such, 
it  will  bear  comparison  with  several  productions,  avowedly  of  the  kind,  brought  out  elsewhere  in 
the  same  age. 
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been  unwarrantable  temerity  or  palpable  ignorance,  to  the  manifest  detriment 
of  the  party’s  life.”  In  certain  cases,  again,  venesection  was  to  be  allowed  to 
the  inferior  grade,  and  also  another  operation, — inasmuch  as  there  was  a pro- 
vision “ that  it  shall  be  leisome  to  Chirurgeons  or  Apothecaries,  in  cases  of 
necessity,  where  the  distance  of  place,  &c.  will  not  admit  the  present  help  of  a 
Physician,  to  administer  a clyster  till  a Physician  may  be  had.”* 

So  much  for  this  remarkable  debate,  the  occurrence  of  which  is  perhaps 
known  to  very  few  in  the  present  day.  The  last  minute  regarding  it  per- 
tained to  the  mode  of  defraying  the  expenses  incurred  by  Dr  Purves,  during 
the  negotiation  of  the  business  in  question  ; and,  on  this  point,  a contribution 
was  agreed  to,  “ as  every  one  shall  freely  subscribe  their  proportions.”  Among 
the  names  at  the  sederunt  are,  Alexr.  Yeoman,  Sylvester  Rattray, 
Alex*.  Martin,  John  Saintserff,  David  Balfour,  D.  Bethunn, 
D.  Ouchterlony,  and  John  Paton, — some  particulars  respecting  several 
of  whom  are  to  be  gleaned  from  the  records  of  the  time.  But,  not  to  dwell 
on  these,  suffice  to  quote  John  Lamont’s  “ Chronicle  of  Fife,”  (published 
by  Constable  in  1810,)  for  the  termination  of  the  chief  agent’s  ineffectual 
labours.  The  passage — no  doubt  merely  a piece  of  gossip — implies  certain 
peculiarities  by  which  he  was  distinguished  in  his  day.  “ Doctor  Purves 
phesitian,  depairted  out  of  this  life  att  Edenboroughe,  and  was  interred  ther, 

* This  privilege  seems  to  have  been  extensively  granted  to  the  Apothecaries.  But  Dr 
Goddard’s  arguments  for  the  Physician  dispensing  his  own  medicines,  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
latter,  whom  he  wishes  restricted  to  their  counters,  would  have  abolished  it ; for  it  is  perfectly 
clear,  that  “ the  certainty  he  shall  be  at  in  all  his  medicaments,  as  to  their  efficacy,  strength, 
and  operation,”  would  be  attainable,  mutatis  mutandis,  in  this  way  of  administering  them,  as 
well  as  in  any  other.  Some  might  object  to  it,  equally  as  to  dealing  in  drugs  at  all,  that  it 
would  not  be  dignified  in  a Physician.”  Here,  however,  his  book  furnishes  a ready  answer  : 
“ For  a Physician  to  drive  such  a trade  for  its  own  sake,  or  merely  for  profit  that  might  accrue 
to  him  thereby,  could  not  be  of  credit ; but  in  order  to  so  necessary  an  end,  as  the  securing  of 
this  practice,  and  the  benefit  of  his  own  industry  to  himself,  and  to  so  good  an  end  as  the  im- 
provement of  his  art  to  the  benefit  of  others,  it  can  be  no  more  dishonourable  to  him  to  sell 
physic,  (and,  of  course,  where  art  is  needed,  to  administer  it),  than  to  persons  of  honour  and 
great  estates  to  sell  their  corn,  cattle,  wool,  or  foreign  princes  their  wines.”  It  follows,  very 
naturally,  “ that,  if  Phys’cians  have  the  happiness  to  be  thought  honest  men,  amongst  their 
friends  and  patients,  they  may  give  them  as  good  satisfaction  concerning  their  usage  of  them  in 
this  kind  !”  (A  Discourse  setting  forth  the  unhappy  condition  of  the  Practice  of  Physick  in 
London,"  1670,  p.  36,  &c.)  The  author  of  “ Lex  Talionis,”  replying  to  Goddard,  as  well  as 
Merret,  saw  the  force  of  this  reasoning,  and  therefore  concluded,  that,  when  the  doctors  had 
made  up  their  glysters,  “ they  had  best  give  them  too,  to  save  charges,-— for  they  promise  to 
be  wonderful  saving.”  (p.  12.) 
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Deer.  1661.  Some  say  that  he  was  loath  to  die,  and  said,  * What!  can  nei- 
ther God  nor  money  save  a life  ?’  And  afterward — ‘ Bot  now  I see  that  all 
men  are  mortall.’  ” * 

A large  portion  of  the  period  intervening  till  near  the  time  of  the  grant 
of  the  charter,  namely  1681,  as  every  one  knows,  was  characterized  by  events, 
which,  however  interpreted  by  partisans,  were  altogether  inimical  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  any  such  project  as  had  been  long  and  earnestly  cherished  by  the 
Physicians  of  Edinburgh. 

We  come,  then,  per  saltum,  to  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Sibbai.d. 
This  singular  man,  after  travelling  abroad,  took  up  his  residence  in  Edinburgh 
in  1666,  a few  years  after  which  he  renewed  acquaintance  with  Dr  (latterly 
Sir)  Andrew  Balfour,  who  was  his  kinsman,  and  whom  he  had  known  in 
France.  Their  pursuits  and  tastes  were  in  several  respects  similar,  while  the 
former,  by  his  own  acknowledgment,  was  inferior  as  to  actual  attainments  in 
their  favourite  science,  that  of  Natural  History.  One  result  of  the  intimacy 
thus  formed  was  the  establishment  of  a Botanical  Garden,  in  the  progress  and 

* Sir  Robert  Sibbald  has  given  the  names  of  other  physicians,  who,  though  not  assem- 
bled at  Dundee,  attended  the  meetings  elsewhere,  as  A.  Ramsay,  Wm.  M'Gill,  J.  Gordon, 
Jas.  Leslie,  Thos.  Gleg,  D.  Moire,  Thos.  Forbes,  Ro.  Strachan.  According  to  his 
account,  however,  the  College  was  “ for  the  time,”  meaning  at  first,  “ to  be  made  up  of — 
Alex.  Douglas,  Will.  M‘Gill,  George  Rae,  John  Balfour,  Will.  Paton,  Jas.  Bea- 
ton, George  Purves,  Robt.  Cunninghame,  And.  Moire,  Alex.  Martine,  Alex.  Yeo- 
man, Robt.  Burnet,  Thos.  Gleg,  Geo.  Hepburn,  Sylv.  Rattray,  Hen.  Henryson, 
James  Leslie,  Will.  Moire,  John  Synserf,  and  Jas.  Colquiioun,  — in  all  twenty. 
He  also  possessed  a copy  of  the  charter  in  their  favour,  but  it  does  not  appear  in  the  IMS. 
transcribed  from  his  notes.  The  original  itself,  very  possibly,  may  yet  exist;  and,  if  so,  access 
to  it  would  no  doubt  he  freely  granted  on  proper  application. 

There  will  be  found  some  reason  for  the  hope  now  expressed,  and  for  expecting  a disclosure 
of  facts  as  to  the  project  of  1656,  in  the  following  important  communication.  “ The  orders  of  the 
Council  of  State  during  the  Interregnum,  brought  to  light  and  arranged  by  the  industry  of  Mr 
Lemon,  form  one  of  the  most  interesting  series  of  documents  relative  to  English  history  at  pre- 
sent in  existence.  They  contain  the  daily  transactions  of  the  executive  government  in  England, 
from  1648-9  to  September  1658,  and  are  particularly  valuable  from  tin?  period  of  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Long  Parliament  in  1653,  to  the  death  of  Cromwell  in  September  1658;  as  during 
the  greater  part  of  that  time  the  Council  of  State,  under  the  Protector,  combined  both  the 
executive  and  legislative  functions  of  government,  and  as  these  books  are  the  authentic,  but 
hitherto  unknown,  records  of  their  daily  proceedings,  it  is  greatly  to  be  desired  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Record  Commissioners  should  be  drawn  to  these  valuable  documents,  and  perhaps 
it  might  be  advisable  that  a fair  transcript  of  them  should  be  made,  under  their  sanction,  to 
guard  against  loss  or  damage  by  any  accident  which  may  happen  to  the  originals.”  (A  Trea- 
tise on  Christian  Doctrine,  &c.  by  John  Milton.  Trans,  bv  Charles  R.  Summer,  M.  A., 
&c.  Cambridge,  1825.  Prelim.  Observ.,  p.  2.) 
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charge  of  which  they  had  the  able  cooperation  of  an  intelligent  practical  man. 
The  design  received  encouragement  from  several  of  the  Physicians  in  Edin- 
burgh, and,  on  the  other  hand,  was  opposed  for  a time  by  the  Chirurgeon- 
Apothecaries,  who,  according  to  Sir  Robert,  “ dreaded  it  might  usher  in  a 
College  of  Physicians;”  but,  he  adds,  “ by  the  care  and  dexterity  of  Dr  Bal- 
four, these  were  made  friends,  and  assisted  us  in  obtaining,  of  the  Council  of 
Edinburgh,  ane  lease  to  Mr  James  Sutherland,  for  nineteen  years,  of  the 
garden  belonging  to  Trinity  Hospital  and  adjacent  to  it.”  Leaving  the  his- 
tory of  this  useful  and  prosperous  undertaking,  the  measures  regarding  which 
appear  to  have  brought  various  active  persons  into  concert,  Sir  Robert  pro- 
ceeds to  narrate  the  origin  and  advancement  of  the  still  greater  institution  as- 
sociated with  his  name.  The  passage  in  his  memoirs  now  referred  to,  though 
printed  at  length  in  Bower’s  History  (vol.  i.  p.  365,  &c.),  cannot  with  pro- 
priety be  omitted  here,  as  it  gives,  in  the  most  interesting  manner,  nearly  all 
the  remaining  information  that  is  desirable  on  the  subject  of  these  pages. 

e'  In  the  year  1680,  I induced  some  of  the  physicians  in  town,  especially  Dr  Bur- 
nett, Dr  Steenson,  Dr  Balfour,  and  Dr  Pitcairn,  to  meet  at  my  lodgings,  once  a 
fortnight  or  so,  where  we  had  conferences.  The  matters  we  discoursed  upon  were  let- 
ters from  these  abroad,  giving  account  of  what  was  most  remarkable  adoing  by  the 
learned ; some  rare  cases  had  happened  in  our  practice ; and  an  account  of  books  that 
tended  to  the  improvement  of  medicine,  naturall  history,  or  any  other  curious  learning ; 
and  were  continued  till  the  erection  of  the  colledge  of  physitians.  Several  of  the  dis- 
courses are  inserted  in  a book  I call  Acta  Medica  Edinburgensia  ; they  were  forborne 
then,  upon  the  introducing  of  such  conferences  once  a month  in  the  colledge. 

“ Sometyme  before  this,  Mr  Cuningham,  a chirurgeon,  had  been  refused  his  ad- 
mission among  the  chirurgeon-apothecaries,  and  ill  used  by  them.  He  had  engaged 
the  apothecaries  in  town  upon  his  side ; and  had  raised  an  action  before  the  Court  of 
Session,  anent  the  right  of  these  employments ; and  the  Lords  had  requyred  the  opinions 
of  Dr  Hay,  Dr  Burnett,  Dr  Steenson,  and  Dr  Balfour,  about  the  chirurgeon- 
apothecaries,  whether  there  were  any  such  conjunction  of  these  employments  in  other 
countrys,  and  whether  or  not  it  was  expedient  for  the  lieges  they  should  be  joined  in 
one  person  here.  They  were  pleased  to  take  the  opinions  of  the  rest  of  the  physitians 
in  town  anent  these  matters  ; and,  accordingly,  they  met  altogether  at  Dr  Hay  his 
lodging.  After  they  had  agreed  to  the  report,  that  there  was  no  such  conjunction  of 
these  arts  elsewhere,  and  that  it  was  very  prejudicial  both  to  the  lieges  and  to  the  phy- 
sitians, I took  occasion  to  represent  to  them,  that  this  being  the  first  time  we  had  all 
met,  I thought  it  was  our  interest  to  improve  the  meeting  to  some  furder  use ; and  I 
downwright  proposed  we  might  take  to  consideration  the  establishment  of  a colledge  to 
secure  our  privileges  belonged  to  us  as  doctors,  and  defend  us  against  the  encroach- 


22 


ments  of  the  chirurgeotis  and  apothecaries,  which  were  insupportable.  This  gave  the 
first  ryse  to  our  meeting  thereabout;  and  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  York  comming 
to  see  Scotland  shortly  after,  and  Sir  Charles  Scarborough,  his  Majesties  first  phy- 
sitian,  following  him  soon  after  that,  we  consulted  with  Sir  Charles,  and  found  him 
our  great  friend,  and  very  ready  to  give  us  his  best  assistance  with  the  King  and  the 
Duke,  who  was  by  this  time  High  Commissioner.  There  was  great  opposition  made  to 
the  design  by  the  town  of  Edinburgh,  who  concurred  with  the  chirurgeon  apothecaries, 
and  by  the  universities,  with  whom  the  archbishops  and  bishops,  and  some  of  the  no- 
bility, joined.  I gott  the  Earl  of  Perth  and  his  brother  Melfort  to  be  our  great 
friends;  and  they  brought  in  many  of  the  nobility  to  favour  our  design.  And  I having- 
recovered  ane  warrand  of  King  James  the  Sixt,  of  happy  memory,  directed  to  the 
commissioner  and  estaits  of  parliament,  then  sitting  in  Scotland,  dated  the  fid  of  July 
1621,  with  ane  reference  by  the  parliament  thereanent  to  the  lords  of  secret  counsell, 
with  power  to  doe  therein  what  they  thought  fit,  and  that  their  determination  therein 
sould  have  the  force  of  an  act  of  parliament,  dated  the  2d  of  August  1621, — produced 
this  to  his  Royall  Highness,  who,  as  soon  as  he  saw  it  superscribed  by  King  James, 
said,  with  much  satisfaction,  he  knew  his  grandfather’s  hand,  and  he  would  see  our 
businesse  done ; and  from  that  moment  acted  vigorously  for  us.  So  that  it  was  resolved 
there  sould  be  ane  colledge  of  physitians ; butt  it  took  a long  tyme  of  dispute  before 
the  counsell,  in  answering  the  objections  of  the  chirurgeons  and  of  the  town  of  Edin- 
burgh against  it.  We  soon  did  agree  with  the  university  and  the  bishops;  and  there 
were  some  conditions  insert  in  the  patent  in  their  favours ; and  they  became  strong  so- 
licitous for  us ; so  that,  after  long  debates,  the  matter  was  concerted,  and  the  draught 
of  the  patent  agreed  to  by  the  counsell  was  sent  up ; and  very  soon  thereafter,  by  his 
Royall  Highness  his  procurement,  returned  signed  by  the  King.  The  very  next  day 
I turned  it  into  Latin  ; and  the  day  thereafter  gave  it  into  the  chancery-chamber,  and 
waited  upon  it  till  it  was  written  in  parchment,  and  ready  for  the  great  seall,  which 
was  appended  to  it  upon  the  20th  November  1681,  being  St  Andrew’s  day.  It  coast 
a great  deal  of  money  to  defray  the  charges  of  the  plea,  and  for  getting  it  signed  at 
court,  and  sealed  here.  We  paid  considerably  each  of  us,  except  Dr  Hay,  who  would 
not  contribute  one  farthing,  though  his  name  be  the  first  insert  in  the  patent.  Dr  Brisban 
paid  nothing  either ; and  so  they  were  declared  by  the  colledge  honorarie  members. 
Dr  Steenson  and  Dr  Balfour  and  I wex-e  at  double  expence,  in  regard  that  we  solicit 
the  matter,  and  mett  with  the  lawers  and  clerks,  and  frequently  treated  them.  The 
patent  is  very  honourable  for  our  society ; and  contains  a jurisdiction  within  ourselves, 
which  the  public  judicatures  are  obliged  to  see  executed.” 

In  confirmation  of  this  record  generally,  and  as  illustrative  of  a few  points 
not  perfectly  clear,  nothing  more  is  necessary  than  the  testimony  of  a legal  per- 
sonage regarding  the  opponents  of  the  scheme  and  its  final  triumph.  Having 
recorded  the  successful  application  of  the  Merchants  of  Edinburgh  for  a patent 
of  erection  into  a society,  which  they  had  often  essayed  before,  but  at  length 
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accomplished,  through  the  countenance  of  the  Duke  of  York,  whom  he  styles 
“ a great  friend  to  all  such  designs  of  Companies ,”  Lord  Fountain- 
hall,  under  date  July  1681,  gives  the  following  entry: — 

((  Some  of  the  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  gave  in  at  this  time  (to  the  Privy  Council) 
a Patent,  craving  to  be  erected  in  a College  of  Physicians,  to  have  power  within  Edin- 
burgh and  the  three  Lothians,  to  examine  all  entrants,  and  to  hinder  any  to  practise 
without  their  license,  and  to  search  Apothecaries’  drugs  if  they  be  wholesome.  This 
was  opposed  by  the  Chirurgeon-Apothecaries,  by  the  Magistrates  of  Edinburgh,  the 
Universities,  the  Sheriffs,  and  inhabitants  within  the  three  Lothians,  &c.  So  the  recom- 
mendation of  it  to  the  King  was  delayed  (though  their  Committee  had  given  their  opi- 
nion in  the  Physicians’  behalf)  till  November  next.  In  the  laws  of  our  Kings,  I find 
one  of  King  Recjtha,  long  before  Christ’s  birth,  ordaining  medicines  to  be  tried  and 
examined  if  they  be  expert  before  they  assume  to  practise ; and,  in  dividing  the  prey,  it 
gives — to  the  Physicians — to  the  Chirurgeons,  and  the  tongue  to  the  advocate.  King 
Josina,  who  reigned  some  time  after  him,  was  a great  encourager  of  Physicians,  as  ap- 
pears by  Boettus,  Buchanan,”  &c.  Of  date  17th  November,  accordingly,  he  says, 
“ At  Privy  Council,  the  Physicians’  patent  of  erection  in  a College  was  recommended 
to  his  Majesty  to  be  past  his  royal  hand,  but  with  great  reservations,  in  favours  of  the 
town  of  Edinburgh,  of  the  Universities  and  Chirurgeons  their  priviliges.” — Fountain- 
hall's  Decisions,  vol.  i.  p.  158.  and  162. 
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These  Preliminary  Notanda,  it  is  humbly  imagined,  will  serve  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  immediately  designed  ; and,  taken  in  conjunction 
with  the  various  appendices,  may  be  regarded  as  an  attempt  towards  a histori- 
cal sketch,  which  every  Fellow  of  the  College  must  at  one  time  or  other  have 
felt  to  he  a desideratum.  The  subject  would  undoubtedly  require  and  justify 
greater  labour  than  has  been  bestowed  on  the  present  occasion ; hut,  in  the 
positive  absence  of  any  thing  pretending  to  such  an  outline,  even  this  may  be 
deemed  of  some  value. 

It  only  remains  to  be  mentioned,  that  the  Committee,  whose  Report 
follows,  had  originally  a distinct  object  under  deliberation,  and  consisted  of 
the  President,  then  Dr  Davidson,  Drs  Adam,  Renton,  Borthwick, 
and  Poole  (the  last  named  being  Convener) ; and  that  their  powers  were  re- 
newed, with  the  addition  of  two  Fellows,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  following 


EXCERPT  from  Minutes  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians, 

dated  15th  March  1832. 

“ The  College  approved  of  the  Report,  tvhich  was  directed  to  he  preserved ; and 
a conversation  having  arisen  on  the  latter  part  of  it,  namely,  regarding  the  examina- 
tion OF  PERSONS  NOT  GRADUATE,  WITH  A VIEW  TO  TESTIMONIALS  OR  CERTIFICATES 
AS  TO  THEIR  QUALIFICATIONS  OR  COMPETENCY  TO  PRACTISE  MEDICINE,  remitted  to 

the  same  Committee,  with  the  addition  of  Doctors  Abercrombie  and  Davidson,  to 
further  consider  the  subject,  which  seemed  of  importance,  and  to  report  to  the  College  at 
their  earliest  conveniency. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  President , the  unanimous  thanks  of  the  College  were  voted  to 
Doctor  Poole  for  the  very  great  trouble  he  had  taken  in  preparing  the  able  Report  on 
Entrants  and  Fees,  which  had  just  been  read.” 


REPORT,  &c. 


Before  delivering  judgment  on  the  subject  with  which  they  have  been 
entrusted,  your  Committee  must  refer  to  the  conclusion  of  their  former  Report, 
dated  7th  February  1832;  because,  as  may  be  seen  by  a subsequent  minute, 
the  continuance  of  their  powers,  with  new  instructions,  resulted  from  a motion 
founded  thereon.  But,  in  quoting  it,  they  request  to  be  understood  as  simply 
stating  a fact  in  relation  to  the  present  document,  and  indicating  the  nature 
of  the  duty  which  they  were  appointed  to  discharge.  Their  decision,  respect- 
fully submitted  to  the  Royal  College,  is  the  result  of  inquiries  different  from 
those  which  had  been  previously  thought  necessary,  and  has  been  strengthened 
by  considerations,  which,  even  if  in  some  degree  hypothetical,  could  not  fail 
deeply  to  affect  their  own  minds. 

Your  Committee  must  go  farther.  A degree  of  hope,  perceptible  at  the 
commencement  of  their  undertaking,  though  accompanied  with  regret,  increased 
as  they  advanced.  They  permit  themselves  to  imagine  it  is  not  unlikely  to  be 
entertained  by  the  College,  with  whose  future  welfare  it  is  intimately  asso- 
ciated. Should  this  be  the  case,  after  mature  deliberation,  they  venture  to  ex- 
pect a renewal  or  prolongation  of  their  existence,  with  a view  to  such  practical 
details  and  arrangements  as  shall  appear  essential  to  the  general  design  now  to 
be  unfolded. 

Another  prefatory  remark  is  called  for  by  the  anxiety  of  your  Committee  to 
guard  against  misconception.  As  Fellows  of  the  Royal  College,  and  having 
certain  obligations  imposed  on  them  in  that  character,  they  will  frankly  ac- 
knowledge, they  did  not  restrict  their  investigations  or  their  sentiments  by  the 
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dread  of  prejudice  and  opposition  springing  up  in  any  quarter,  the  interests  of 
which,  real  or  supposed,  they  were  content  to  leave  in  other  and  fitter  hands  ; 
while  a conscientious  opinion,  resting  on  grounds,  to  which  alone  respect  could 
be  due,  was  their  sole  aim,  whatever  might  be  its  immediate  bearing  or  ulti- 
mate tendency.  They  will,  indeed,  rejoice  to  learn,  that  any  measure,  which 
to  them  seems  equally  desirable  and  expedient,  is  not  only  discussed  purely  in 
reference  to  their  own  Body,  but  likewise  felt  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  ope- 
ration of  various  systems,  all  intended  for,  and  conducive  to,  the  good  of  the 
community.  Still,  assuming  the  possibility  of  dissent  in  behalf  of  these,  or, 
at  least,  of  a jealousy  rather  laudable  than  faulty,  however  unfounded,  they 
were  not  aware,  and  cannot  now  be  convinced,  that  the  presence  of  any  such 
obstacle,  far  less  the  mere  anticipation  of  it,  perhaps  totally  without  warrant, 
ought  to  have  impeded  labours  pertaining  exclusively  to  a single  establish- 
ment, and  important  enough,  though  thus  restricted,  to  demand  all  the  ener- 
gies they  possessed.  One  thing  is  clear  to  them.  The  inference  would  be 
very  illogical,  as  well  as  uncharitable,  that,  because  they  did  not  manifest  soli- 
citude for,  they  were  void  of  sympathy  towards,  the  College  of  Surgeons,  for 
example,  or  the  University  of  Edinburgh  ; and,  on  the  other  hand,  they  are 
persuaded  a candid  mind  will  both  tolerate  and  justly  value  an  argument,  which, 
though  valid  in  itself,  derives  strength  from  the  history  and  the  condition  of 
these  and  similar  institutions.  But,  be  the  chance  of  taking  offence,  not  wil- 
lingly giving  it,  ever  so  great,  after  this  avowal,  the  merits  of  their  task  must 
plead  an  excuse  for  them,  should  there  happen  to  be  any  transgression  of  the 
kind ; more  especially  when  it  is  remembered,  that,  in  the  emphatic  language 
of  their  promissory  engagement,  they  have  been  careful,  according  to  their 
ability,  not  only  to  “ preserve  and  maintain  the  privileges,  liberties,  jurisdiction 
“ and  authority,  granted  to  the  College  by  his  sacred  Majesty’s  gracious  pa- 
“ tent,  for  the  good  and  necessary  ends  and  uses  therein  contained,” — but  also  to 
“ lay  hold  of  all  occasions  to  promote  its  welfare  and  flourishing.” 

Your  Committee’s  former  Report,  then,  having,  at  considerable  length,  nar- 
rated the  proceedings  of  the  College,  in  regard  to  fees  on  licences,  times  of 
entry,  and  other  topics,  closed  with  the  following  recapitulatory  paragraph  : — 
“ 4 History,’  it  has  been  well  observed,  ‘ is  philosophy  teaching  by  example 
“ but  teaching,  as  we  all  know,  both  what  to  avoid  and  what  to  imitate.  The 
“ sketch  now  hazarded  affords  this  double  lesson.  Our  predecessors  were 
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“ manifestly  too  hasty,  when  they  accomplished  the  multifarious  operations  of 
“ examining  an  individual  (for  the  last  time),  licensing  him,  declaring  him  a 
“ candidate,  admitting  him  a socius,  and  conducting  him  to  his  seat  at  the 
44  hoard,  all  in  one  day.  They  erred  again,  we  are  convinced  by  a study  of  the 
“ Charter,  in  deeming  the  licence  a necessary  step  towards  fellowship  ; and, 
44  possibly  still  more,  in  exacting  from  the  licentiate  an  obligation  to  become  a 
“ Fellow,  when  they  themselves  chose  to  call  on  him.  By  their  own  acknow- 
44  ledgment,  too,  they  were  repeatedly  at  fault  in  the  imposition  of  entry-fees ; 
“ and,  very  probably,  had  they  not  been  checked  by  their  prudent  legal  ad- 
“ viser  (Mr  Robert  Craigie  *),  they  might  have  had  their  power  to  levy 
44  any  such  fine  seriously  questioned  in  a court  of  law,  perhaps  set  aside  entirely, 
44  except;  possibly,  to  not  much  more  than  the  precise  magnitude  of  expense  in- 
“ curred  in  the  mechanical  process  of  licensing.  Thus  their  golden  dreams  of 
44  income  would  have  been  altogether  dissipated.  But,  even  without  a cala- 
44  mity  of  the  sort,  these  were  scarcely  ever  realized ; and  their  transactions  in 
44  borrowing,  prosecuting  for,  and  receiving  donations  of,  money,  disclose  a long 
44  state  of  undignified  penury,  notwithstanding  many  beneficent  deeds  approach- 
44  ing  almost  to  ostentation.  They  had  ever  the  will  to  comport  themselves 
“ nobly,  while  the  scantiness  of  their  funds  either  perpetually  impeded  their 
“ generosity  or  chastised  them  for  exercising  it.  Finally,  in  reviewing  their 
“ efforts  towards  independence,  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  regret,  that  a project, 
44  assuredly  the  most  likely  to  have  conduced  to  the  attainment,  and,  at  the  same 
“ time,  full  of  advantages  to  their  profession,  and  to  the  community  at  large, 
44  had  not  been  followed  out  and  extended.  Who  can  doubt,  that,  if  the  re- 
“ solution  of  a meeting,  so  early  as  the  11th  of  August  1682,  had  been  steadily 
44  adhered  to,  with  such  modifications  as  the  condition  of  society  occasionally 
“ pointed  out,  the  usefulness,  and  the  affluence,  and,  in  the  best  acceptation  of 
44  the  word,  the  importance,  of  the  College  of  Physicians  must  have  proved  vastly 
“ greater  than  they  ever  were,  or  than  the  present  generation  may  expect  them 
“ to  be  ? It  was  to  the  purport,  4 that,  upon  application  made  to  ‘ the  College 
44 4 by  any  person  in  the  country,  for  a licence  to  practise  in  the  country,  the 
44  4 College,  after  the  examination  and  trial  of  the  qualifications  of  any  such 
44  4 persons,  may  grant  a licence  or  certificate  to  him  as  a fit  person  sujfi- 

* Vide  Minute  of  13th  November  1753. 

D 2 


28 


“ ‘ cieiitly  qualified  fo r 'practising  of  medicine  in  the  country  *.  Here  we 
“ may  remark,  the  restriction  to  the  country  had  no  origin  hut  a mistaken  prin- 
“ ciple,  and  was  neither  called  for  by  circumstances,  nor,  if  strictly  interpreted 
“ by  the  Charter,  perfectly  warrantable, — understanding,  by  a licence  or  certi- 
“ ficate,  that  any  thing  more  than  a declaration  of  competency  to  practise  was 
“ intended;  for,  he  it  remembered,  the  jurisdiction  is  confined  to  the  City  of 
“ Edinburgh  and  its  suburbs,  specially  named.  The  College,  we  have  seen, 
“ could  examine,  and  did  examine,  with  a view  to  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
“ Medicine,  which,  however,  the  terms  of  their  patent  precluded  them  from 
“ conferring.  They  might,  it  is  presumed,  at  any  time  have  examined,  when 
“ the  sole  object  was  a testimonial  on  which  the  public  could  rely,  and  on 
“ which,  as  in  the  case  of  the  sister  College,  we  may  he  morally  certain  the 
‘ public  would  have  relied.  How  far  the  concurrence  of  the  two  bodies,  in  a 
“ measure  of  the  kind,  might  have  promoted  their  mutual  interests  and  the 
“ welfare  of  Medical  Science,  we  can  only  conjecture.  One  thing  is  not  to 
“ he  contradicted.  The  jealousy,  or  positive  hostility,  between  them  was  as 
“ unprofitable  as  it  was  unseemly.  Another  fact  must  he  contemplated  with 
“ mingled  emotions  by  our  brethren, — the  comparative  condition,  we  may  say 
“ the  contrast,  of  the  two  Colleges,  in  respect  to  the  functions  for  which  they 
“ were  established.  But,  though  a sense  of  mortification  on  our  part  may  be 
“ natural,  it  ought  neither  to  degenerate  into  pitiable  envy,  nor  to  paralize  any 
“ rational  hope  of  prosperity  in  future  f”. 

Thus  far  an  implied  exhortation,  founded  on  a view  of  what  the  Royal  Col- 
lege had  both  done  and  neglected.  Your  Committee,  maintaining  the  same 
spirit,  and  yet  conscious  how  readily  indolence  may  assume  the  honours  of  a 
virtue,  when  exertion,  after  a long  pause,  so  far  from  appearing  canonical,  stands 
the  chance  of  being  treated  like  a heresy,  proceeded  first  to  investigate  the 
legality  of  a measure,  the  abandonment  of  which  they  had  deplored  as  ne- 
gatively, they  did  not  venture  to  imagine  positively,  detrimental  to  the  College. 

Waving  the  discussion  of  purely  civil  rights,-— on  this  point,  of  course,  the 
Charter  required  to  be  carefully  scrutinized,  because,  very  obviously,  a single 

* It  will  be  seen  from  the  whole  Minute  given  in  the  Appendix,  that  he  is  supposed  not  to 
have  a degree. 

t Vide  Minutes  Vol.  vi.  page  240,  for  the  reception  of  the  Report,  and  the  consequent  re- 
appointment of  the  Committee. 
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sentence,  introduced  for  some  definite  reason,  might  have  superseded  farther 
inquiry,  and  rendered  any  attempt,  of  the  nature  suggested,  alike  vain  and  pre- 
sumptuous, unless,  which  was  not  contemplated,  new  power  were  given  by  the 
Crown  or  the  Legislature.  Limitations,  reservations,  and  prohibitory  clauses, 
well  known  to  the  brethren,  there  are  in  that  document ; but,  your  Committee 
at  once  avouch  their  unequivocal  persuasion,  it  contains  not  a single  line, 
which,  either  expressly  or  by  inference,  is  formidable  to  such  an  extent.  The 
Charter  guarantees  and  secures  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Magistrates  of  the  city, 
together  with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Corporation  of  Surgeons ; it  pro- 
vides against  the  erection  of  Schools  for  teaching  the  art  of  Medicine,  or  any 
part  thereof, — as  also  the  conferring  or  granting  of  degrees  ; while,  in  behalf 
both  of  Scottish  Graduates,  and  of  individuals  raised  abroad  to  that  rank,  pre- 
viously to  the  date  of  the  Patent,  it  enjoins,  as  sufficient  for  obtaining  licences 
to  practise,  the  production  of  their  diplomas,  without  undergoing  examination. 
These  peculiarities,  to  which  may  be  added  a concession  respecting  the  public 
Professors  of  Medicine  in  the  Universities  of  the  kingdom,  namely,  that  they 
shall  be  admitted  as  Honorary  Fellows  of  the  College,  constitute  all  that  can 
be  viewed  as  barriers  in  the  way  of  its  exercising  whatever  power  is  either  na- 
turally possessed  by  any  community,  or  graciously  bestowed  by  the  Charter 
within  the  prescribed  boundaries.  Not  one  of  them,  it  is  plain,  bears  rela- 
tion to  the  present  question,  which,  consequently,  must  be  solved  on  prin- 
ciples accordant  with  the  design  and  purposes  of  the  establishment. 

Your  Committee  appeal,  then,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  general  objects 
for  which  the  College  was  instituted,  as  set  forth  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Charter  ; and,  secondly,  to  a comprehensive  sentence  following  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  persons,  whom  and  whose  successors  it  endows,  Of  the  for- 
mer suffice  to  say,  that,  having  enumerated  sundry  benefits  most  desirable, 
and  as  many  grievous  evils  to  be  deplored,  it  proceeds  thus  : — “ Cum- 
“ que,  ab  exemplo  et  aliorum  nostrorum  regnorum,  aliarumque  bene  con- 
“ stitutarum  et  gubernatarum  nationum  experientia,  luculenter  constet,  quod 
“ Medicorum  Societatis  et  Collegii,  ex  personis  gravibus,  doctis,  integris,  et  dic- 
ti  professioni  congruentibus  consistentis,  erectio,  maxime  proprium  et  efficax 
foret  medium,  et  ad  tales  abusus  reformandos  et  prasveniendos,  ne  in  poste- 
“ rum  irrepant,  remedium  : cumque  nos  benignum  habeamus  affectum  erga 
antiquam  eivitatem  nostram  Edinburgum,  &c.  igitur  nos  dedimus  et  conces- 


30 


“ simus,”  & c.  The  latter  may  be  considered  as  essentially  embodying  the  pro- 
visions for  both  objects.  It  is  in  these  words : — “ Ac  ulterius  dicto  Praesidi 
“ et  Collegio,  eornmqne  successoribus,  potestatem  tradimus,  canones,  praecepta, 
“ acta,  et  statuta  sanciendi  ad  medicines  scientiam  promovendam,  ejusdem 
“ praxin  rite  disponendam,  inque  bonam  gubernationem , ordinem,  regi- 
“ men,  et  correctionem  dicti  Collegii  et  communitatis,  omniumque  dic- 
“ tam  facultatem  exercentium  intra  dictam  civitatem  Edinburgenam, 
“ ejnsqne  suburbia.” 

Your  Committee  will  not  deduce  from  this  clause  more  than  is  meet. 
But  they  do  say  it  is,  in  their  judgment,  a warrant  for  any  measures,  which, 
without  violating  the  rights  of  other  corporate  bodies,  are  apparently  calculated 
to  advance  the  interests  of  the  medical  profession ; and  which,  more  particu- 
larly, besides  such  declared  intent,  are  likely  to  be  voluntarily  concurred  in 
by  those  persons  who  may  be  rearing  for  it.  The  expression  v oluntarily  con- 
curred in  is  used,  because  your  Committee  absolutely  repudiate  the  idea  of 
compulsion  in  any  shape,  such  as  was  had  recourse  to  by  their  predecessors. 
But,  with  propriety,  as  a matter  of  fact  corroborative  of  the  inference  now  stated, 
they  will  allude  both  to  the  authority  for  that  principle,  and  to  an  exemplifi- 
cation of  it. 

The  Charter  most  distinctly  empowers  the  College  to  prosecute  un- 
licensed practitioners,  whether  having  degrees  or  not, — to  fine,  and,  if  needful, 
to  imprison  them.  This  point  is  undeniable,  as  is  also  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
College  with  regard  to  drugs  and  apothecaries,  &c.  Not  to  dwell  on  either, 
or  to  enumerate  many  recorded  instances  of  their  enforcement,  let  the  ratifica- 
tion by  the  Parliament  of  Scotland  be  consulted,  and  no  more  proof  will  be 
asked.  That  deed  usually  accompanies  the  original  patent  in  the  printed  Laws 
and  Regulations  of  the  College.  It  approves  and  confirms  the  powers  therein 
specified,  and  alludes  to  acts  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  Lords  of  Session, 
for  making  the  same  effectual, — particularly  “ ordaining  that  no  persons  who 
“ have  not  already  been  examined  and  admitted  by  the  apothecaries,  be  suf- 
“ fered,  in  any  time  coming,  by  the  Magistrates,  to  keep  any  apothecaries 
“ shops  or  chambers,  except  suck  allenarly  as  shall  be  tried  and  approven 
“ by  the  President  and  Censors  of  the  said  Royal  College .”  This  is  not 
all.  It  gives  an  instance  of  prosecution  to  the  full  amount  now  mentioned, 
under  the  highest  sanction,  and  with  a peculiar  circumstance, — namely,  “ pro- 
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“ ceeding  upon  a suspension,  at  the  instance  of  ane  chirurgeon-apothecary,  of 
“ a sentence  pronounced  by  the  President  and  Censors  of  the  said  Royal 
“ College,  for  unwarrantable  practice  of  medicine ; whereby  it  was  found  by 
“ the  Lords  of  Session,”  continues  the  document,  “ that  where  the  Magistrates 
“ of  Edinburgh  refuse  or  delay  to  give  concurrence  to  punish  delinquents, 
f‘  the  College,  in  that  case,  have  both  the  judicative  and  executive  power, 
“ in  all  and  sundry  heads,  points,  articles,  circumstances,  and  conditions,  con- 
“ tained  in  the  said  letters-patent,  and  acts  above-mentioned,  and  after  the 
“ forms  and  tenor  thereof,  in  all  points.”  The  Ratification  is  dated  the  16th 
of  June  1685,  being  nearly  four  years  after  the  original  Charter,  the  powers 
conferred  by  which  it  supports  and  extends,  in  behalf  of  the  Royal  College, 
and  their  successors. 

Your  Committee,  as  already  expressed,  adduce  these  deeds  simply  to  il- 
lustrate the  position  maintained.  On  the  same  principle,  and  as  the  Minutes 
of  the  College  are  deficient  for  several  years  after  the  2 2d  of  December  1684, 
which,  it  will  be  observed,  is  anterior  to  the  date  of  the  Ratification,  they  think 
it  worth  while  to  quote  a passage  from  Lord  Fountainhall’s  Decisions,  pre- 
mising only,  that  there  are  several  notices  of  like  or  relative  import  in  the 
work,  and,  very  generally,  owing  to  certain  prejudices,  unfriendly  in  sentiment 
towards  the  Physicians.  It  is  recorded,  then,  under  date  February  2.  1686, 
that  “ The  case  between  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edinburgh,  and 
‘‘  George  Stirling,  Chirurgeon- Apothecary,  mentioned  26th  March  1685,  was 
“ debated,  wherein  the  town  of  Edinburgh  appeared  and  claimed,  1 mo,  The 
“ presidentship  in  the  meeting,  (that  is,  when  delinquents  of  the  kind  were 
“ brought  to  trial  before  the  College)  ; 2 do,  A negative  in  judging  the  Chir- 
“ urgeon- Apothecaries,  their  burgesses.  It  was  represented  against  the  Pby- 
“ sicians,  that  power  was  inebriating,  and,  therefore,  thir  gentlemen,  though 
“ very  worthy  persons,  are  ready  to  abuse  it,  not  being  accustomed  to  it ; and 
“ it  may  degenerate  the  sooner  into  oppression  and  tyranny,  that  they  are  con- 
“ cerned  ; therefore,  their  power  was  limited.  1 mo,  The  Lothians  were  all 
“ cut  off ; 2 do,  The  Universities  are  reserved  ; 3 tio.  The  town  of  Edinburgh  ; 
“ and,  4/o,  The  Chirurgeon-Apothecaries.  So  that  their  patent  is  like  those 
“ rules,  whereof  there  are  plures  exceptiones  quam  regulce ; and  what  is  left 
“ them  is  mainly  to  regulate  their  own  delinquencies,  &c.”  * With  other 

* Fountainhall,  when  advocate,  had  ample  scope  for  his  talents,  in  the  famous  cause 
between  the  Surgeons  and  the  Simple  Apothecaries,  the  latter  of  whom  were  certainly  sup- 
ported in  their  views  by  the  Physicians,  as  the  former  were  by  the  Town-Council  of  Edinburgh. 
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particulars,  somewhat  important  in  law,  and  curious  to  an  antiquary,  the  time 
of  the  College  will  not  now  be  occupied.  It  is  enough  to  say,  in  regard  to 
this  case,  that,  owing  to  certain  informalities,  quite  trivial  in  themselves,  or 
irrelevant  to  the  question  of  power,  the  Lords  of  Session,  decidedly  supporting 
the  views  of  the  Physicians,  had,  nevertheless,  again  and  again,  to  “ turn  the 
“ decreet  into  a lybel as  the  phraseology  states  the  matter,  and  to  “ remit 
“ the  cause  back  to  the  College that,  as  frequently,  a new  citation  of  the 
delinquent  was  given,  followed  by  bills  of  suspension  on  his  part ; and 
that,  at  length,  on  a petition,  the  Lords  found  in  favour  of  the  College, 
“ and  did  grant  warrant,  to  direct  letters  of  horning  and  poinding,  upon  the 
“ said  Royal  College’s  decreet  and  precept,  and  discharging  any  suspension  to 
“ be  past  of  the  said  decreet  of  the  Royal  College.” 

Dr  Eccles,  President  of  the  College,  in  his  Historical  Account  (1707), 
speaks  of  the  decision  in  emphatic  terms.  “ This  home  thrust  (a  charge  of 
“ horning  having  been  given)  made  the  gentleman  more  plyable,  so  that  he 
“ submitted  himself,  and  at  the  intercession  of  one  of  the  Lords  of  Session, 
“ (who  then  was,  and  at  this  time  is,  an  Honorary  Member  of  the  College  ;) 
“ and  from  the  innate  gentleness  of  Sir  Andrew  Balfour’s  temper,  who 
“ was  then  President,  his  fine  was  remitted.  But,  however,  the  College  were 
“ so  far  gainers,  that  several  important  points,  relating  to  their  jurisdiction  and 
“ right,  were  solemnly  declared  and  determined.”  They  were  so,  be  it  re- 
marked, notwithstanding  the  restrictions  and  reservations  enumerated  by 
F ountainh all,  as  well  as  against  a junction  capable  of  yielding  full  force 
to  almost  every  opposite  interest. 

If  it  be  thought  there  was  an  approach  to  oppression  and  tyranny  in 
these  proceedings,  various  provocations  and  alleviating  circumstances  must  be 
taken  into  account ; and  then,  perhaps,  it  will  be  seen,  as  Dr  Eccles  says, 
that,  “ the  College  had  nothing  in  their  view  but  to  assert  their  own  rights 
“ and  privileges,  and  noways  to  be  vexatious.”  The  character  of  the  times,  too, 
would  afford  some  apology  ; and,  lastly,  though  participation  in  a fault  do  not 
diminish  its  guilt,  the  Body,  with  whom  essentially  this  legal  battle  was 
fought,  manifested,  at  the  very  least,  equal  pertinacity  and  rigour.  The 
writer  now  quoted  is  vehement  in  his  charges  on  that  head,  and,  so  far  as  com- 
parison goes,  triumphantly  vindicates  the  clemency  of  his  brethren.  Speaking 
of  the  Chirurgeons,  for  example,  he  breaks  forth  most  lustily  : — “ They  have 
“ their  procurators  under  pension,  at  all  the  inferior  courts,  as  so  many  both 


I 


j 


33 


“ spies  and  accusers,  so  that  if  any  unfree  man  happen  to  pursue  for  any  thing 
“ that  can  be  so  much  as  interpreted  to  be  chirurgical,  the  process  is  imme- 
“ diately  taken  up,  and  the  pursuer  pursued  for  undue  practising.  Did  they 
“ not  cause  William  Adam , a simple  apothecary,  to  be  hurried  away  by  a 
“ town-officer  before  a bailie,  and,  because  he  refused  instantly  to  depone,  to 
“ be  committed  to  prison,  and  all  this  for  having  applied  a plaster  to  an  under 
“ groom’s  hand,  that  belonged  to  the  Earl  of  Marchmont,  when  Commis- 
“ sioner : Did  they  not  pursue  James  Chisholm,  a simple  apothecary,  (and 
“ who,  if  he  had  served  for  his  freedom,  married  a freeman’s  daughter,  or  payed 
“ them  a swinging  sum  for  his  freedom,  knows  as  much  of  their  trade  as  most 
“ of  them),  only  for  taking  some  water  out  of  the  belly  of  a woman,  his  own 
“ relation,  that  had  died  of  a hydropsie,  that  she  might  be  put  the  more 
“ easily  in  her  coffin  : Did  they  not,  by  virtue  of  their  patent,  send  their 

tf  Commissioners  to  Fife,  to  ride  their  circuits  there,  where  all  the  gardeners, 
“ and  every  body  else  that  could  breathe  a vein,  were  pursued  before  the 
“ Sheriff,  and  fined  for  blood-letting?  Had  they  not  the  confidence  to  pursue 
“ a graduate  physician  there  upon  the  same  account,  and  did  threaten  to  treat 
“ others  at  the  same  rate  ? Let  them  compare  their  procedure  in  these  with 
“ that  of  the  College  against  Mr  Nisbet,  and  see  who  are  most  blame- 
“ worthy.”  He  then  narrates  the  rise  of  this  “ masterful  Deaconry,”  as  he 
styles  it,  and  the  steps  towards  a “ gigantic  stature,  which  has  enabled  them 
“ most  inhumanly  to  oppress  the  poor  Barbers,  ruine  the  Apothecaries,  and 
“ even  Pharmacy  itself,  and,  as  much  as  in  them  lies,  grasp  at  the  crushing 
“ and  ruining  the  Physicians ; and  all  this  by  violence  and  oppression,  against 
“ the  custom  of  all  civilized  nations,  against  law,  against  reason,  and  to  the 
“ manifest  prejudice  of  the  lieges  in  general”  ! ! * 

If  your  Committee  were  able,  they  would  decline,  to  adjust  the  balance 
among  such  objurgation s*  which,  besides  no  small  merriment,  afford,  by  con- 
trast, mutual  satisfaction  to  the  descendants  of  the  respective  parties.  The 
time  is  long  gone  by,  when  either  of  them  expected  from  force,  however  lega- 
lized, any  benefit  or  advantage  that  is  due  only  to  talents  and  demonstrable 
utility ; and,  within  the  memory  of  man,  accordingly,  neither  has  appealed  to 
vested  rights,  unless  to  exalt  above  them  a more  benign  sovereignty.  Sacredly 

* Soon  after  Dr  Eccles’  Historical  Account,  appeared  on  the  same  side,  and  in  a like 
spirit,  hut  a fully  better  style,  “ A Letter  from  a Gentleman  in  Town  to  his  Friend  in  the 
“ Country  ; giving  an  Account  of  the  Debate  betwixt  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  and 
“ the  Incorporation  of  Chirurgeons.” 
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respecting  this  new  rivalry,  if  such  it  must  be  pronounced,  your  Committee, 
from  a review  of  the  strife  in  former  days,  together  with  other  particulars 
which  need  not  be  introduced  here,  conclude  the  perfect  lawfulness , and  so 
far,  therefore,  the  safety,  of  a measure  equivalent  to  what  was  resolved  on  at 
the  meeting  of  11th  August  1682,  but  of  greater  correctness  as  to  principle, 
and  at  the  same  time  more  extensive  influence.  In  plain  terms,  they  will  say, 
the  College,  by  virtue  of  the  charter,  besides  taking  persons  on  trial,  could  and 
did  prohibit  or  effectually  prosecute  unlicensed  practitioners  of  medicine,  whe- 
ther possessed  or  not  of  degrees,  and  in  defiance  of  the  privileges  conferred  on 
the  Corporation  of  Surgeons  : By  the  same  legitimate  and  sustained  authority, 
the  College  could  and  did  institute  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  dispensation 
of  drugs,  and  those  who  were  engaged  in  it : According  to  the  spirit  of  their 
patent,  as  can  be  shewn,  the  Fellows  could  and  did  elect,  as  associates,  with 
all  powers  and  rights,  whomever  they  thought  worthy  of  the  honour,  whether 
having  the  qualification  of  degrees  or  not ; though  a bye-law,  imperative  merely 
to  the  extent  of  their  own  will,  and,  consequently,  always  revocable,  enjoined 
these  in  the  cases  of  ordinary  resident  members  : Farther,  as  is  well  known, 
hut  may  be  very  properly  adverted  to  immediately,  the  Fellows  could,  and 
they  did,  on  special  request,  officiate  as  judges  and  witnesses  of  the  merits  of 
various  individuals  to  whom,  altogether  at  their  recommendation,  the  University 
of  Edinburgh  for  a time  granted  its  highest  honours  : A fortiori,  and  without 
hesitation,  your  Committee  infer  that  the  College  could,  as  it  proposed  in  1 682 
undertake  the  examination  of  voluntary  applicants,  with  a view  to  the  dis- 
covery and  a testimonial  of  competency  for  the  practice  of  medicine  ; while, 
it  is  equally  clear,  a licence  to  that  effect,  though,  by  the  resolution,  intended 
for  the  country,  could  have  legal  force  only  within  the  city  and  its  suburbs  *. 

Before  quitting  this  topic,  your  Committee  will  barely  refer  to  some  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  it,  and  in  themselves  very  important.  The  Col- 
lege, at  an  early  period,  not  only  appointed  regular  examinators  from  their 
own  body,  but  had  a peculiar  order  or  system  of  examination,  to  which  candi- 
dates were  subjected,  and  which  there  is  reason  to  believe  was  nearly  identical 
with  the  plan  long  adopted  by  the  University  of  Edinburgh.  It  will  be  re- 
membered too,  that,  before  the  existence  of  a Medical  Facvdty  there,  chosen 
as  it  was  from  the  College,  the  Principal  or  Masters  of  the  University  re- 

* Other  reflections,  not  required  here,  will  be  suggested  by  the  minutes,  of  the  date  men- 
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peatedly  solicited  the  aid  of  some  of  the  Fellows  in  trying  the  qualifications  of 
those  students  who  aspired  to  the  dignity  of  M.  D.  The  first  request  of  this 
kind  was  in  1705  *,  and  the  last  in  April  1725,  subsequently  to  which, 
namely,  as  narrated  in  the  minute  of  1st  November  next  year,  a general  ac- 
knowledgment of  such  services,  with  a reason  for  discontinuing  them,  was 
communicated  in  the  following  words  : — “ The  President  represented  that 
“ Mr  Stewart  and  Mr  Drummond,  regents  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
44  were  commissioned  by  a General  Meeting  of  the  said  University  to  give 
“ thanks  to  the  College  of  Physicians  for  sending  some  of  their  members  to 
“ joyne  with  the  Professor  for  trying  and  examining  those  who  were  to  receive 
44  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  from  their  University ; and  that  now  there 
“ was  a sufficient  number  of  Professors  of  Medicine  to  make  a Faculty  of 
44  Medicine;  and  that  they  would  not  trouble  the  College  any  more  upon 
“ that  head  : But  were  thankful  for  what  favours  they  had  received,  and  de- 
44  sired  to  live  in  good  correspondence  with  the  College”,  f 

Besides  a request  to  this  effect  on  the  part  of  the  Principal,  it  may  be 
noticed,  the  candidate  himself  sometimes  made  application  directly  to  the 
College.  Thus,  in  the  first  case,  the  College  ordered  the  Principal’s  letter  to 
he  kept  amongst  their  records  ; “ and  Mr  David  Cockburn  to  give  in  his 
44  hill  to  be  admitted  to  examination and,  accordingly,  at  next  meeting, 
10th  April  1705,  it  is  recorded  : — 44  The  whilk  day  the  College  having  heard 
44  the  petitione  given  in  by  Mr  D.  C.,  craving  that  some  of  their  number 
44  may  be  appointed  to  take  trial  of  his  qualifications  and  progress  in  the 
44  study  of  medicine,  which  manner  and  way  as  they  shall  think  fit,  and  to  re- 
44  port  their  opinion  to  the  Principal  and  Masters  of  the  University  of  Edin- 
44  burgh,  that  he  may  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  upon 
44  him  ; which  petition  being  read  and  considered  by  the  College,  they  grant  the 
44  desire  thereof,  and  appoint,”  &c.  After  his  successful  examination,  the  Col- 
lege instructed  the  President  to  make  report  of  their  opinion  to  the  Principal, 
&c.  with  a view  to  granting  the  degree  ; and,  it  will  he  observed,  that  the  exa- 
mination was  appealed  to  subsequently,  when  the  candidate,  having  ob- 

* This  is  said  on  the  evidence  of  the  minutes  of  the  College,  with  which,  so  far,  the  list 
in  the  Statuta  Solennia,  &c.  (1817)  agrees.  But  it  is  to  be  observed,  the  former  are  defective 
between  22d  December  1684,  and  21st  March  1693. 

t As  a matter  p rtaining  to  history,  this  document  would  require  to  be  compared  with 
other  memorials,  &c. 
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tained  that  honour,  petitioned  to  be  received  as  a licentiate,  &c.  by  the 
College. 

Though  this  was  not  invariably  the  result,  there  is  reason  to  think, 
from  the  circumstance  of  the  individual  obliging  himself  to  become  a 
licentiate  after  he  was  made  Doctor  of  Medicine,  that  the  College  contem- 
plated, fairly  and  honourably,  an  augmentation  both  of  their  number  and 
funds  by  the  arrangement.  Another  inference  is  perhaps  more  doubtful,  but 
by  no  means  improbable,  namely,  that,  looking  to  this  source,  the  College  had 
less  anxiety  or  inducement  to  carry  out  the  resolution  of  1682.  But  that 
they  were  perfectly  adequate,  before  and  at  this  period,  to  give  it  efficiency,  is 
evident  from  the  practice  thus  described,  and  if  possible  still  more  so  from  the 
amount  and  the  names  of  the  Fellows.  For  example,  at  the  election  meet-, 
ing,  on  the  1st  December  1726,  immediately  consequent  on  that  at  which  the 
letter  of  acknowledgment  from  the  University  was  read,  there  were  present 
nineteen  individuals,  several  of  them  eminent  in  the  profession,  as  Drs  John 
Clerk,  Porterfield,  Plummer,  Innes,  Rutherford, — to  which 
may  be  added,  Alston  and  Crawford  (the  latter  Professor),  though  ab- 
sent from  the  diet.  It  would  be  only  losing  time  to  go  farther  back,  for  the 
purpose  of  shewing  comparative  strength,  as  the  names  of  Balfour, 
Sibiiald,  Pitcairn,  Trotter,  Burnet,  Sinclair,  Oliphant,  For- 
rest, Rule,  &c.  will  readily  occur  to  those  who  are  at  all  familiar  with 
the  history  of  the  College.  Your  Committee  do  not  feel  bound  to  trace 
the  progress  of  the  Medical  School  in  Fdinburgh,  and  they  will  not  per- 
petrate the  logical  fallacy  of  deducing  a propter  quid  from  a post  quid ; 
but  they  submit  to  impartial  judgment  the  value  of  the  connexion,  at  least 
to  one  of  the  parties,  between  the  College  of  Physicians  and  the  Faculty  of 
Medicine  in  the  University.  The  prosperity  of  both,  it  is  most  true,  has 
not  advanced  passibus  cequis,  and  the  “ good  correspondence”  in  which,  to 
quote  the  letter  of  thanks,  already  transcribed,  it  was  desirable  they  should 
live,  has,  like  the  familiar  intimacy  of  kinsmen,  been  too  natural  and  unosten- 
tatious to  generate  public  admiration.  In  saying  this,  however,  very  great  al- 
lowance must  doubtless  be  made  for  the  necessary  duties,  the  claimed  supe- 
riority of  interests,  and,  by  consequence,  the  preferable  regard  or  solicitude  of 
such  of  the  Fellows  as,  being  Professors  in  the  University,  had  to  create  or 
extend  its  celebrity.  Still,  an  inquisitive  eye  will  perhaps  discern,  while  a 
warm  advocate  for  the  College  may  lament,  the  loss  or  neglect  of  opportuni- 
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ties,  by  which,  without  any  possible  detriment  to  the  former,  the  usefulness  of 
the  latter  might  have  been  enhanced ; and  thus  its  original  or  early  character 
not  only  preserved,  but  brought  into  concord  with  every  revolution  in  the  me- 
dical world.  To  one  individual,  highly  estimable  as  a teacher  and  a brother, 
your  Committee,  eschewing  invidious  reflections  on  others,  are  constrained  to 
award  gratitude  for  singularly  prominent  endeavours.  Not  to  enumerate  all 
of  them,  prosecuted  as  they  were  during  half  a century,  it  is  impossible  to 
forget,  that,  with  marked  relation  to  the  credit  of  the  College,  while  he  over- 
looked no  just  pretension  elsewhere,  Dr  Andrew  Duncan  senior  origi- 
nated, and  in  fact  established,  the  Royal  Public  Dispensary.  But,  aside  from 
the  merits  of  this  institution,  there  is  a peculiar  reason  for  distinguishing  his 
name.  Be  it  known,  then,  that,  both  in  the  office  of  President,  and  after- 
wards, he  actually  took  such  steps  in  regard  to  apothecaries,  as,  should  the 
College  now  deem  the  resumption  of  power  and  the  performance  of  their  duty 
becoming,  were  nearly,  your  Committee  would  almost  believe  perfectly,  suffi- 
cient to  obviate  the  legal  objection  arising  from  desuetude  for  forty  years. 
The  evidence  on  this  point  is  in  the  minutes  of  the  College,  an  excerpt  from 
which  will  be  employed  in  another  part  of  the  present  Report. 

So  far,  then,  and  it  is  imagined  conclusively,  as  to  the  legality,  under 
the  charter,  of  examining  either  apothecaries  or  intending  practitioners  of  me- 
dicine. Your  Committee  repeat  the  assertion, — it  is  positively  indubitable ; 
and,  moreover,  up  to  the  entire  amount  of  what  they  would  recommend,  it  was 
recognized,  in  respect  to  the  former  especially,  at  a comparatively  late  period. 
The  proof  of  this  exists  in  the  explicit  deliverance  of  a committee,  approved 
by  the  College,  at  the  meeting  of  the  21st  August  1770,  consequent  on  a par- 
ticular application  made  a fortnight  before,  namely,  the  7th  August.  With 
the  minutes  of  ‘these  two  dates,  accordingly,  and  simply  asking  for  them  due 
consideration,  your  Committee  terminate  this  the  first,  and,  in  one  respect, 
most  essential,  part  of  their  inquiries. 

“ 7 th  August  1770. — A petition  for  Andrew  Douglas,  apothecary 
“ and  druggist  in  Edinburgh,  was  presented  to  the  College  and  read,  craving 
“ the  College  to  try  and  examine  him  on  his  knowledge  and  skill  in  phar- 
“ macy,  and,  if  found  sufficiently  qualified,  to  grant  him  a licence  to  continue 
“ in  the  practice  of  that  branch  of  medicine,  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh, 
“ and  liberties  thereof ; and  to  appoint  a visitation  of  his  shop  and  laboratory, 

“ when  it  shall  seem  good  to  the  College  to  do  so.  The  College  remit  the 
“ consideration  of  the  above  petition  to  the  Council,  and  to  Dr  Monro,  Dr 
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“ Austin,  and  Dr  Gregory,  and  to  report  their  opinion  to  the  College 
“ against  the  21st  instant.” 

“ %lst  August. — The  Report  of  the  Committee  to  whom  the  consideration 
“ of  the  petition  for  Mr  Andrew  Douglas  was  referred,  was  presented  to 
“ the  College  and  read,  and  whereof  the  tenor  follows : — 

“ Edinburgh,  17th  August  1770 — After  considering  Mr  Andrew 
“ Douglas’s  petition,  and  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Royal  College, 

“ by  their  charter,  and  of  sundry  acts  of  the  Privy  Council  ratified  in  Parlia- 
“ ment,  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  the  College  have  power  and  au- 
“ thority  to  visit  the  shops  and  chambers  of  the  apothecaries,  and  all  others 
“ who  vend  and  dispense  drugs  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  and  liberties 
“ thereof,  in  order  to  judge  of  their  being  good  and  sufficient,  with  full  power 
“ to  eject  and  destroy  all  corrupt  and  insufficient  drugs  within  their  jurisdic- 
“ tion  ; and  ‘ that  no  person  should  be  suffered,  by  the  Magistrates  of  Edin- 
“ ‘ burgh,  to  keep  any  apothecary’s  shop  or  chambers,  except  such  allenarly  as 
“ ‘ shall  be  tried  and  approven  by  the  President  and  Censors  (for  the  time  be- 
“ ‘ ing)  of  the  College  of  Physicians  ;’  conform  to  the  act  of  the  Privy 
“ Council,  21st  November  1684,  ratified  in  Parliament,  16th  June  1685. 

“ The  Committee  are  also  of  opinion,  that  until  the  College  are  in  a si- 
“ tuation  to  do  something  more  effectual  towards  the  improvement  of 
“ pharmacy  in  this  place,  the  present  petition  would  not  have  that  salutary 
“ effect ; and  that,  therefore,  the  further  consideration  thereof  should  be  de- 
“ layed  until  the  College  think  of  some  more  effectual  methods  of  regulating 
“ the  practice  of  pharmacy,  according  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
“ Royal  College  of  Physicians.  (Signed)  Stuart  Thriepland. 

“ Which  Report  being  read  and  considered  by  the  College,  they  hereby 
“ approve  thereof.” 

In  the  words  now  read,  very  much  of  a non  sequitur  as  the  conclusion 
may  be,  your  Committee  cannot  but  perceive  a degree  of  encouragement  to 
the  discussion  of  the  next  topic,  namely,  the  benefit  or  advantages 
likely  to  result  from  such  a system  of  examination,  as  it  will  be  their  duty  to 
propose.  It  might  be  very  true,  that  the  petition  of  Mr  Andrew  Douglas 
would  not  have  had  the  “ salutary  effect”  in  improving  pharmacy,  desired  by 
the  College ; and,  indeed,  the  worthy  man  does  not  appear  exactly  to  have 
aimed  at  any  thing  more  lofty  than  respectability  in  his  own  profession.  One 
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cannot  suppose,  therefore,  that  the  rejection  of  it  was  justified  on  the  ground 
alleged  ; while,  besides  gratifying  his  laudable  desire,  and  surely  doing  no 
harm,  indulgence  might  have  been  extensively  followed  by  similar  applications 
from  other  men,  and  thus,  in  the  most  conciliatory  manner,  the  College  would 
have  recommenced  the  performance  of  an  imperative  obligation.  The  decision 
of  the  Reporters  in  reality  amounted  to  a species  of  suicide,  only  procrastinat- 
ed by  the  virtual  pledge  to  “ think  of  some  more  effectual  methods  of  regu- 
“ lating  the  practice  of  pharmacy,  according  to  their  rights  and  privileges.” 
But,  it  may  be  asked,  was  this  pledge  ever  redeemed  ? An  appeal  must  again 
be  made  to  the  Minutes  for  the  answer.  At  the  distance  of  seventeen  years, 
namely,  of  date  6th  November  1787,  it  is  thus  written  : — “ The  President 
“ reported,  that  there  had  been  laid  before  the  Council  of  the  College,  at  their 
“ yesterday’s  meeting,  a motion,  in  writing,  proposed  to  be  made  by  Dr 
“ Grant,  in  regard  to  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  College,  respecting 
“ the  examination  of  apothecaries  and  their  medicines,  &c.  which  motion  the 
“ Council  had  resolved  to  lay  before  this  meeting  ; but  Dr  Grant  having 
“ signified  his  intention  of  giving  in  additional  remarks  upon  the  laws,  the 
“ College  agreed  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  aforesaid  motion  until 
“ said  remarks  shall  also  be  given  in.” 

By  the  Minute  of  the  5th  February  following  (1788),  it  appears,  that 
Dr  Grant  had  given  in  his  additional  remarks,  when,  accordingly,  the  Col- 
lege remitted  his  motion  “ respecting  the  examination  of  apothecaries,”  &c.  to 
the  Vice-President,  Drs  Monro,  Culi.en,  Home,  Duncan,  Ruther- 
ford, and  Grant  himself,  with  a view  to  bringing  in  a Report  at  next 
quarterly  meeting.  Then,  however,  the  College  agreed  only  to  come  to  a de- 
termination at  the  next  meeting ; and,  meanwhile,  directed  the  motion,  &c.  to 
be  left  on  the  table  of  the  Library-room,  that  such  of  the  members  as  had  not 
examined  it  might  have  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  In  the  same  dilatory 
manner,  on  the  5th  August  following,  “ the  College  having  resumed  conside- 
“ ration  of  the  motion,  in  writing,  formerly  given  in  by  Dr  Grant,  and  rea- 
“ soned  fully  thereon,  they  agree  to  take  the  same  into  still  farther  delibera- 
“ tion,  &c.  at  next  quarterly  meeting.”  But,  though  the  laws,  &c.  were  then 
read  a third  and  last  time,  no  notice  was  taken  of  this  motion,  nor  is  any  al- 
lusion made  to  it  till  the  1st  February  1791,  when 

“ The  President  having  represented  that  Dr  Grant,  at  the  meeting  of 
“ the  Council  yesterday,  had  of  new  proposed  to  put  in  force  the  powers  of 
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“ the  College  relative  to  the  visiting  apothecaries1  shops,  the  College  appoint 
“ Dr  Grant  himself,  Dr  Hay,  Dr  Monro,  and  Dr  Cochrane,  with  the 
“ President,  as  a Committee,  to  take  that  matter  into  their  consideration,  and 
“ to  bring  forward  any  motion  upon  the  subject  that  they  shall  judge  expe- 
“ dient.”  A quarterly  meeting  and  an  extraordinary  meeting  having  then 
intervened,  on  the  2d  August  1791,  was  brought  forward  a “ Report  of  the 
“ Committee  for  considering  upon  what  plan  the  College  of  Physicians  can, 
“ with  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  public,  superintend  the  practice  of  phar- 
“ macy  in  the  shops  of  the  apothecaries  in  Edinburgh.”  It  is  in  these  words : 
“ The  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  any  formal  visitation  of  the  shops  of 
“ the  apothecaries  might  be  attended  with  many  bad  effects,  and  could  be 
“ productive  of  little  benefit  to  the  public  ; but  they  think  that  the  College 
“ ought  to  recommend  it  to  the  President,  Censors,  and  Fiscal,  to  attend 
“ particularly  to  the  practice  of  pharmacy  in  the  shops  and  chambers  of 
“ apothecaries  within  the  city  and  liberties  of  Edinburgh,  to  visit  these  shops 
“ frequently , and  to  prosecute  delinquents,  when  they  find  admonitions  are 
“ not  productive  of  the  desired  effect .”  “ The  College,”  it  is  then  said, 

“ approve  of  this  Report,  and  direct  the  President,  Censors,  and  Fiscal  to  pay 
“ particular  attention  to  the  business  therein  mentioned 

Dr  Duncan,  it  may  be  observed,  was  President  at  this  time,  and 
likewise  on  7th  February  1792,  when  he  reported,  “ That  it  had  been 
“ thought  advisable  to  introduce,  if  possible,  into  the  apothecaries’  shops  the 
“ use  of  glass  measures  and  laudanum  vials  of  a particular  construction.” 
“ The  College  approve  of  this  proposal,  and  appoint  Dr  Black,  Dr  Hay, 
“ and  Dr  Cochrane,  with  the  President,  as  a Committee,  to  forward 
“ its  execution .”  That  Committee  reported  progress  generally,  in  May,  Au- 
gust, and  November  of  the  same  year,  and  had  the  approval  of  the  College. 

But,  still  more  lately,  as  has  been  mentioned,  the  same  individual  made 
efforts  to  keep  alive  a sense  of  the  obligation  thus  plainly  acknowledged,  and 
under  circumstances  calculated,  as  will  be  seen,  to  rouse  the  College  into  acti- 
vity. In  proof,  take  these  minutes  formerly  referred  to. 

“ 4 th  November  1806. — Dr  Duncan  senior  moved,  “ That  a letter  be 
“ written  to  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons,  inclosing  a copy  of  that  part  of 
“ the  Act  of  Parliament  which  orders  the  examination  of  the  shops  of  apo- 
‘ thecaries,  and  requesting  that  they,  in  conjunction  with  the  Royal  College 

* This  is  identical  nearly  with  the  Resolution  of  25th  February  1706. 
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“ of  Physicians,  would  concert  measures  for  carrying  the  Act  into  execution  ; 
“ and  that  a similar  letter  he  written  to  the  Magistrates  of  Edinburgh.” 

“ 26th  November  (e.  a.) — Dr  Duncan  senior  laid  before  the  College  a 
“ printed  paper,  relative  to  his  motion  on  the  4th  current.” 

“ 3d  February  1807- — The  Clerk,  by  desire  of  the  College,  read  the 
“ motion  made  by  Dr  Duncan  senior  at  last  quarterly  meeting,  relative  to 
“ the  propriety  of  the  College  making  a visitation  of  the  shops  of  the  apothe- 
“ caries.  On  considering  said  motion,  the  College  was  of  opinion,  that  al- 
“ though  they  were  aware  that  abuses  did  eocist,  as  mentioned,  by  Dr 
“ Duncan,  it  was,  for  various  reasons,  expedient  that  the  proposal  of  Dr 
“ Duncan  should  not  be  acted  on  at  present .” 

It  appears,  then,  that  at  this  period  very  special  attention  was  called  to 
the  subject ; and,  in  point  of  fact,  there  had  previously  taken  place  a correspond- 
ence on  Medical  Reform,  under  various  remarkable  circumstances.  This 
occupies  a large  space  in  the  Minutes  from  1804  to  1806,  of  which  some  no- 
tice will  be  found  in  the  Appendix.  But,  not  to  enter  into  details  here,  your 
Committee  think  themselves  entitled  to  infer  from  the  whole  of  the  docu- 
ments adduced  or  referred  to,  that  so  far  the  Brethren  had  never  ceased  either 
to  perceive  the  importance  of  the  duty  assigned  to  them,  or  to  feel  some 
anxiety  as  to  the  mode  of  performing  it ; though  they  erred,  be  it  said  with 
great  deference,  both  in  imagining  that  any  thing  of  the  nature  of  force  or 
legislative  interference  would  be  productive  of  good,  and,  still  more,  in  so  of- 
ten and  so  long  deferring,  or  utterly  overlooking,  the  possibility  of  any  other 
system  by  which  the  same,  if  not  vastly  greater,  benefits  might  be  accom- 
plished. These  are  various,  and  would  require  illustration ; but,  while  some 
will  probably  suggest  themselves  immediately,  in  relation  to  the  interests  of 
the  College,  to  the  welfare  of  the  medical  profession,  and  to  the  advantage  or 
safety  of  the  community,  it  so  happens,  for  a reason  soon  to  be  disclosed,  that 
your  Committee  need  neither  tax  their  own  intellects  nor  peril  much  responsi- 
bility on  the  theme.  Meanwhile,  a few  hints  may  be  safely  thrown  out  for 
reflection. 

The  improvement  of  Pharmacy  and  the  competency  of  Apothecaries,  both 
intimately  connected  with  the  successful  practice  of  the  art  of  healing,  are,  be- 
yond all  doubt,  objects  to  which  the  College,  regarded  merely  as  a voluntary 
association  of  medical  men,  and,  still  more,  as  invested  with  authority,  ought 

to  devote  very  marked  attention.  It  is  reasonable  to  believe,  too,  that  a de- 
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monstration  of  zeal  in  regard  to  them,  at  once  prudent  and  mild,  could  scarce- 
ly fail  to  be  singularly  efficacious,  not  only  towards  the  ends  directly  aimed 
at,  but  likewise  in  redeeming  the  College  from  a state  of  insignificance,  the 
consequence  of  being  unprofitable,  which  is  at  variance  with  its  charter,  un- 
worthy of  the  character  it  was  designed  to  hold,  and  most  vexatious  to  such  of 
its  members  as,  whatever  their  talents  may  be,  prefer  the  consciousness  of  ser- 
viceable deeds  to  merely  nominal  honours.  Should  their  exertions  be  prosper- 
ous, even  in  a very  moderate  degree,  the  reputation  of  their  Body  would  in- 
fallibly be  exalted  ; while  its  elevation  must  lead,  of  necessity,  to  an  influx  of 
available  strength. 

What  is  thus  predicable  of  judicious  interference  with  the  qualifications 
and  concerns  of  the  Apothecary,  seems  at  least  equally  so  of  an  arrangement  in 
behalf  of  those  who  are  about  to  engage  in  the  practice  of  medicine.  Many 
young  persons,  it  is  well  known,  content  themselves,  after  years  of  prescribed 
and  arduous  study,  simply  with  diplomas,  which,  besides  that  no  power  is 
thereby  given,  testify  fitness  in  only  three  departments  of  the  profession. 
Valuable  as  these  vouchers  are,  your  Committee  do  not  view  them  as  adequate 
either  to  the  acquirements  of  the  possessors,  or  to  the  just  claims  of  the  public ; 
and  it  is  presumed,  accordingly,  that,  while  the  respectability  of  the  former 
would  be  enhanced  by  testimonials  of  larger  import,  the  source  from  which 
these  emanated  might  have  a fair  chance  of  being  as  much  esteemed.  A 
combination  of  both,  it  may  be  said,  would  rank  superior  to  either ; but,  not 
to  dispute  this  opinion,  there  is  nothing  absurd  or  invidious  in  supposing  that 
another  and  a fuller  would  be  more  appropriate*.  For  example  : 

* “ The  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of  Edinburgh,  in  enacting  and  publishing,  from  time 
“ to  time,  regulations  respecting  the  course  of  study  to  be  followed  by  candidates  for  their  di- 
“ ploma,  have  been  uniformly  anxious  to  improve  the  education  of  those  who  are  hereafter  to 
“ have  the  care  of  the  health  of  the  community,  by  adapting  their  course  of  study  to  the  pro- 
“ gressive  state  of  Medical  Science,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  enter  on  the  duties  of  their  profes- 
“ sion  with  credit  to  themselves  and  advantage  to  the  public.”  (Regulations,  &c.,  dated  May 
1832.)  Though  perfect  credit  is  given  to  this  declaration,  and  though  “ the  College  have  di- 
“ rected  their  regulations  to  be  printed  and  circulated  as  widely  as  possible,  in  order  that  all 
“ persons  interested  may  be  informed  as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  course  of  education,  and 
“ the  amount  of  professional  attainments  which  the  possession  of  their  diploma  necessarily  im- 
“ plies,”  there  can  be  no  offence  in  questioning  the  policy  which  leaves  a matter  of  such  conse- 
quence to  be  accidentally  inferred. 


' 
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“ Physicians’  Hall,  George  Street. 

“ Edinburgh,  January  1834. 

“ This  day,  in  terms  of  their  resolution  of  11th  August  1682,  as  new- 
“ modelled  7th  November  1833,  appeared  before  the  Royal  College  of  Phy- 
“ sicians  of  Edinburgh,  Mr  D.  C.,  who  was  examined  on  Anatomy,  Physio- 
“ logy,  Pathology,  Botany,  Materia  Medica,  Theoretical  and  Practical  Che- 
“ mistry,  comprehending  its  application  to  Pharmacy  ; as  also  on  the  Institu- 
“ tions  and  Practice  of  Medicine,  together  with  Medical  Jurisprudence,  and 
“ the  Principles  of  Midwifery  ; and  who,  being  found  to  have  acquired  com- 
“ petent  knowledge  of  the  whole,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  fully  entitled  to 
“ the  approbation  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  and  to  the  confidence 
“ of  the  public,  as  a practitioner  in  the  art  of  healing.  Given  in  name  of  the 
“ Royal  College,  under  the  hands  of 

“ * * President. 

“ * * Elector. 

“ * * Ditto. 


« & *- 

« * * 

“ # * 


| Ex  animators.*” 


Your  Committee,  considering  what  preparation  and  merit  such  a do- 
cument as  this  attests,  and  recollecting  the  words  of  Dr  John  Gre- 
gory,— “ If  a Surgeon  or  Apothecary  has  had  the  education,  and  acquired  the 
“ knowledge  of  a Physician,  he  is  a physician  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
“ whether  he  has  a degree  or  not  f,”  will  not  allow  themselves  for  a moment 
to  doubt  the  influence  which  the  announcement  of  it,  subscribed  by  names 
easily  mentioned,  would  produce,  not  only  in  Scotland,  but  wherever  profes- 
sional abilities  are  appreciated,  and  personal  character  is  reckoned  the  surest 
criterion  for  determining  with  what  fidelity  and  judgment  a function  of  the 
highest  consequence  to  mankind  has  been  exercised.  Farther,  they  could  not 
feel  easy  in  their  own  minds,  if  they  neglected  to  state,  in  corroboration  ol 
their  sentiments,  that  when,  under  a conviction  of  the  extraordinary  necessity 
of  the  crisis,  the  Board  of  Health  in  Edinburgh  made  arrangements  for  the 

* Diplomas  of  corresponding  import,  written  in  Latin,  would  of  course  be  granted. 

t On  the  Duties  and  Qualifications  of  a Physician,  § 2. 
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reception  and  treatment  of  cholera  patients,  there  would  have  been  an  aug- 
mentation of  tranquillity  and  hope  throughout  the  community,  if  a larger  por- 
tion of  the  individuals  unexpectedly  summoned  to  officiate  in  them  had  credi- 
tably passed  the  ordeal  now  supposed.  Your  Committee  mean  nothing  pre- 
judicial by  this  remark,  nor  by  allusion  to  the  fact,  that,  though  some  of  their 
brethren  were  eminently  active  on  that  occasion,  the  College  as  a body,  greatly 
owing  perhaps  to  the  lack  of  such  an  agency  among  medical  students,  had 
comparatively  little  sway  over  the  measures  which  were  adopted.  It  seems, 
from  the  minutes,  to  have  been  more  prominent  in  former  exigencies,  and  par- 
ticularly in  1721,  1771,  and  1817 ; though,  on  the  second  of  these  alarms, 
which  illustrates  a remark  already  made,  the  celebrated  individual  who  under- 
took, as  a Fellow,  to  answer  the  Lord  Provost’s  letter  on  the  subject,  natu- 
rally enough,  it  may  be,  preferred  the  Faculty  of  Physicians  in  the  Univer- 
sity, to  his  brethren  of  the  Royal  College,  as  coadjutors  in  the  task. 

But  to  proceed.  Should  any  one  start  as  an  objection,  that,  while  the 
responsibility  of  the  College  might  thus  perchance  come  into  jeopardy,  its  con- 
sequence would,  in  the  first  instance,  be  lowered  by  the  process  of  examining 
those  who  neither  had  degrees,  nor  were  ambitious  to  obtain  them,  a reply  is 
ready.  The  risk  of  censure,  for  unwittingly  guaranteeing  qualifications  which 
do  not  exist,  is  common  to  all  bodies  by  whom  testimonials,  under  whatever 
name,  are  bestowed ; and  it  can  be  guarded  against  only  by  such  vigilance  and 
discrimination  as  good  principle  and  experience  shew  to  be  requisite.  With 
respect  to  dignity,  again,  a question  that  carries  its  own  answer  will  preclude 
all  argument.  Whether,  then,  is  greater, — that  of  being  compelled,  in  some 
cases  most  reluctantly,  and  very  justly  so,  to  grant  licences  without  either  test 
or  belief,  nay,  even  with  a denial,  of  the  claimant’s  eligibility  ; or,  after  deli- 
berate investigation,  according  to  a correct  rubric,  that  of  spontaneously  ac- 
knowledging his  deserts,  and  awarding  a commendatory  passport  to  public 
countenance  ? The  language  of  an  old  writer  may  be  transcribed  as  a text 
often  and  widely  applicable  since  his  day : — “ Sunt  plurimi,  qui  ut  majorem 
“ sibi  authoritatem  concilient,  honores  Academiarum,  quos  gradus  vocant,  levi 
“ pretio  redimunt,  nihilo  tamen  inde  redeunt  doctiores.  Universitatum  au- 
“ tem  approbations  sapienter  a majoribus  institute,  elegantes  sunt  quidem  et 
“ necessarise,  sed  deberent  diligentius  observari.  At  jam  omnia  negliguntur, 
“ nam  quibuslibet  quantumvis  sciolis  gradus  exhibetur  doctoratus,  unde  fit,  ut 
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“ ex  quibusdam  Academiis,  redeant  Doctores  parum  docti,  nihil  minus  quatn 
“ apti  ad  medicinam  aut  docendam,  aut  faciendam 

Recent  enactments  on  the  part  of  certain  Universities  in  Scotland,  it  is 
gratifying  to  think,  have  lessened,  or  altogether  removed,  the  ground  of  an- 
noyance and  odium  now  referred  to ; but,  without  in  any  way  disputing  the 
validity  of  the  ordinances  proclaimed  by  those  Powers,  who,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, have  not  endowments  in  all  the  branches  of  education  to  which  their 
behests  extend,  one  may  very  safely  aver,  that,  so  far  as  actual  qualifications 
are  concerned,  the  individual  sanctioned  by  the  College  of  Physicians,  in  the 
manner  here  contemplated,  would  bear  the  strictest  comparison  with  an  adopt- 
ed son  of  St  Andrew’s  or  Aberdeen.  Indeed,  for  obvious  reasons,  additional 
to  the  evidence  of  history  already  mentioned,  the  University  of  Edinburgh  it- 
self could  have  no  better  inducement  for  the  dispensation  of  its  honours.  If, 
however,  this  species  of  argument  do  not  satisfy  some  minds,  there  remains 
the  force  of  example  or  precedent  as  an  auxiliary.  For  instance,  one  of  the 
present  Fellows  obtained  a licence  to  practise  from  the  College  at  Florence, 
before  he  took  his  degree  at  Pisa  ; and,  still  more  nearly  pertinent,  as  well  as 
very  similar  to  the  resolution  of  1682,  the  rules  of  the  London  College,  it  is 
believed,  recognise  practitioners,  seven  miles  beyond  its  specified  jurisdiction, 
under  the  denomination  of  extra-licentiates , or  Permissi  extra  urbem,  some 
of  whom  have  not  graduated  as  Doctors  ; while  its  Candidati  Inceptores, 
who,  besides  liberty  to  practise,  may  become  Fellows  on  reaching  a higher 

* For  the  sake  of  its  relation  to  other  points  historically  important,  the  quotation  may  be 
prolonged : — “ Paucaeque  supersunt  Academise  quas  abusus  ille  non  occupavit ; Hispania  ex- 
“ cepta,  in  qua  Licentiatus  et  Doctoratus  sunt  magni  honores,  ut  audio.  In  Italia  et  Gallia 
<!  magnam  authoritatem  non  conciliat  Doctoratus.  Nec  licet  in  splendidis  civitatibus  cuiquam 
“ medicinam  facere,  quantumvis  Doctori,  qui  non  iterum  prius  fuerit  a Civitatis  Magistratibus 
“ approbatus,  examinantibus  medicis,  quorum  etiam  quidam  forsan  non  sunt  Doctores.  Pariter 
“ qui  in  una  Academia  Doctor  est,  in  alia  medicinam  facere  nequit,  nisi  iterum  in  eadem  Doc- 
“ toratum  adipiscatur.” — Jacob.  P rimer osius,  De  Vulgi  Erroribus  in  Medicina.  Roterod. 
1658,  p.  3,  et  seq.  Another  short  passage  may  be  tolerated  : — “ Viro  quidem  dodo  ejusmodi  ho- 
“ nores  gratiam  quandam  addunt,  doctrinam  tamen  non  tribuunt.  Non  solet  enim  qui  hodie 
“ Doctor  non  est,  eras  scilicet  futurus,  repente  propterea  fieri  doctior,  neque  si  eo  gradu  absti- 
“ neat,fiet  Doctore  quodam  indoctior.”  Doctor  Gregory,  it  has  been  shewn,  appears  to  have 
entertained  the  same  sentiment. 
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title,  are  only  Bachelors  of  Physic  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge, 
and  Dublin  *. 

Your  Committee,  it  is  manifest,  then,  have  not  temerariously  broached 
a novelty ; though,  if  they  had,  they  might  ask  without  alarm,  What  is  its 
folly,  where  the  danger,  or  how  great  the  evil  in  embryo  ? But,  they  repeat, 
they  have  done  no  such  thing.  The  charge,  which,  if  urged,  they  could  meet 
with  argument,  is  toto  ccclo  baseless  ; and  it  must  he  transmuted  into  an  ad- 
mission, complimentary  to  the  extent  of  their  wishes,  while  destructive  of  all 
pretensions  to  the  merit  of  originality.  In  truth,  they  have  merely  put  into 
visible  form  what  existed  in  idea  among  their  own  Brethren,  imparted  colour 
to  a profile  nearly  expressive  enough  without  such  addition,  or,  still  more 
humbly,  constructed  a frame,  and  given  a little  varnishing,  to  a portrait,  every 
way  worthy  of  day  light. 

To  quit  figure,  in  both  senses,  they  have  now  to  solicit  attention  to 
what  was  held  in  reserve,  both  as  a justification  of  any  seeming  arrogance, 
and  in  evidence  that  they  were  not  premature  in  enunciating  their  own  views. 
The  identity  of  sentiment,  arrived  at,  very  probably,  by  different  channels, 
will  he  at  once  apparent. 

At  the  meeting  on  the  4th  February  1817,  the  College,  besides  noticing 
a communication  from  Sir  James  Macgrigor,  on  the  course  of  medical  study 
required  by  gentlemen  for  promotion  in  the  army,  took  under  consideration  a 
hill  proposed  to  be  brought  into  Parliament  by  Sir  William  Garrow 
(then  Attorney-General),  for  the  regulation  of  the  practice  of  Surgery 
throughout  the  kingdom.  Both  were  of  sufficient  importance  to  call  forth 
some  remarks,  as  may  he  seen  from  subsequent  minutes.  The  former  was  or- 
dered to  he  laid  on  the  table,  while,  in  regard  to  the  latter,  an  opinion  was 
immediately  expressed,  namely,  that  different  clauses  contained  in  it  were  in- 
jurious to  the  College.  It  was  remitted,  accordingly,  to  the  Council,  with  the 
addition  of  two  Fellows,  specifically  for  the  purpose  of  stating  objections,  and 

* It  would  be  easy  to  demonstrate,  that  London  is  by  no  means  peculiar  in  this  respect. 
Licentiateship,  after  due  examination,  was  for  a long  period,  and  in  many  places  still  is,  regard- 
ed as  a degree  in  medicine,  and  of  much  more  consequence  than  the  Doctorship,  which,  not- 
withstanding a well  known  phrase  implying  the  most  extensive  right  to  practise,  nowhere 
perhaps,  except  in  the  case  of  Edinburgh,  superseded  the  authority  of  a College  of  Physicians 
to  inquire  into  and  pronounce  on  competency. 
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taking  “ such  steps  as  might  be  necessary  to  prevent  the  progress  of  the  bill 
in  its  present  shape.”  Their  Report  was  submitted  to  the  College  on  the 
11th  of  the  same  month,  but  not  approved  till  the  25th,  when  it  was  directed 
to  be  transmitted  to  the  Attorney-General,  and  engrossed  in  the  minutes. 
No  apology  is  offered  for  the  following  abstract,  which  renders  quite  unneces- 
sary any  farther  illustration  of  the  topic  in  question. 

Presuming,  as  the  bill  had  been  read  pro  forma,  and  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed, that  the  utmost  publicity  was  intended,  with  a view  to  ascertaining  the 
sentiments  of  all  who  were  interested  in  it,  the  Report,  after  declaring  the 
readiness  of  the  College  to  concur  in  “ every  measure  that  tends  to 

“ SECURE  THE  DUE  QUALIFICATION  OF  MEDICAL  PRACTITIONERS  OF 

“ all  descriptions,  as  adding  materially  to  the  respectability  of  the  profes- 
“ sion,  and  contributing  to  the  safety  and  well-being  of  the  people  at  large,” — 
but  at  the  same  time  expressing  themselves  as  “ well  aware  of  the  difficulty 
“ of  devising  legislative  measures  that  shall  accomplish  these  objects  in  an 
“ unexceptionable  and  efficient  manner ,”  proceeds  to  analyze  and  comment 
on  the  bill  itself.  In  the  estimation  of  your  Committee,  this  is  done  most 
judiciously  throughout ; while,  in  relation  to  their  present  object,  some  sen- 
tences are  of  peculiar  value. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  was  to  prevent  the  community  from  suffering  by 
the  ignorance  of  practitioners  in  surgery.  On  this  main  point,  then,  the  Re- 
port is  very  explicit.  “ Considering  the  number  of  individuals  afflicted  by 
“ disease,  the  proportion  strictly  of  a surgical  nature,  &c.  is  extremely  small ; 
“ and  of  cases  truly  surgical,  but  a small  part  comes  to  be  treated  by  the  un- 
“ educated  practitioner.  Most  of  the  persons  of  this  description  are  equal  to  the 
“ trifling  and  familiar  operations  with  the  lancet ; and  they  rarely  have  op- 
“ portunities  of  doing  injury  by  their  want  of  greater  skill ; for  by  far  the 
“ greater  part  of  the  more  severe  cases,  where  important  operations  are  neces- 
“ sary,  fall  under  the  care  of  the  man  of  experience,  sometimes  in  private,  of- 
“ tener  in  public  infirmaries.  As,  therefore,  the  bill  extends  to  surgery  only, 
“ it  is  manifest  that  the  call  for  it  is  comparatively  small,  and  the  benefit  that 
“ would  arise  from  it  must  be  very  limited.  Of  the  numerous  maladies  that 
“ attach  mankind,  and  which  a professional  man  has  occasion  to  treat,  a 
“ vast  proportion,  at  least  nineteen  out  of  twenty,  are  medical,  and  do  not 
“ require  any  surgical  aid '.” 
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On  the  same  principle,  enforced  by  a reference  to  the  state  of  actual  practice 
generally  throughout  the  empire,  and  in  allusion  to  the  facility  with  which 
the  Bill  might  he  completely  defeated,  the  Report  goes  on : — “ If  the  object 
“ of  the  Attorney-General  is  to  prevent  the  health  of  great  numbers  of  per- 
“ sons  being  injured,  &c.  &c.,  the  Royal  College  cannot  refrain  from  suggest- 
4 ing,  that  the  Bill  should  apply  to  all  the  branches  of  the  profession,  and 
44  more  especially  to  the  practice  of  Medicine,  both  because  cases  for  medical 
“ treatment  occur,  without  comparison,  more  frequently  than  any  other,  and 
44  because  infinitely  more  injury  to  the  health,  and  more  danger  to  the  lives 
44  of  the  lieges,  arise  from  ignorance  in  the  mode  of  treating  medical  than 
44  surgical  cases.” 

The  essence  of  these  and  other  observations,  in  the  same  document,  har- 
monizes perfectly  witli  the  sentiments  of  your  Committee,  who,  demurring 
only  at  what,  indeed,  is  not  absolutely  involved, — namely,  the  necessity  for 
any  hill  of  the  kind, — might,  consequently,  have  flattered  themselves  with 
the  hope  of  general  concurrence  on  the  part  of  the  Brethren,  some  of  whom 
were  Fellows  of  the  College  at  the  time,  while  all  will  estimate  highly  the 
judgment  of  the  individuals  concerned.  But,  though  a warrant  for  such  an- 
ticipation, it  is  surpassed,  in  distinctness  as  well  as  energy,  by  what  has  now  to 
he  quoted  : — “ If  the  Legislature  shoidd  think  it  advisable  to  interfere,  with 
44  the  design  of  doing  a service  to  the  community,  the  provisions  of  the 
44  Bill  should  include  the  practice  of  Medicine,  as  well  as  that 
44  of  Surgery;  and  all  persons  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  the 
44  profession,  excepting  those  who  have  obtained  the  Degrees  ofM.  B.  or 
“ M.D.,  SHOULD  BE  REQUIRED  TO  UNDERGO  AN  EXAMINATION,  AND 
44  OBTAIN  A TESTIMONIAL  OF  THEIR  QUALIFICATION  TO  PRACTISE  BOTH 

44  branches.  As  the  practice  of  Physic  would  necessarily  constitute  the 
44  far  greater  part  of  these  examinations,  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians 
44  beg  leave  to  suggest,  that  at  least  an  equal  share  in  the  business 

44  OF  EXAMINATION  SHOULD  FALL  TO  THE  COLLEGES  OF  PHYSICIANS. 

44  They  take  the  liberty  of  hinting,  that  a Board  of  Examiners  should 

44  BE  ESTABLISHED,  OF  WHOM  AT  LEAST  ONE-HALF  SHOULD  BE  CHOSEN 

44  by  the  Royal  Colleges  of  Physicians  from  their  Body,  and 
44  the  other  by  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  from  theirs.” 

This  able  Report,  of  which  your  Committee  have  given  only  a small  por- 
tion, was  subscribed  by  the  President,  at  that  period  Dr  Thomas  Charles 
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Hope,  who  had  for  his  Colleagues  (in  Council) — Drs  Hamilton  junior, 
Duncan  senior,  Rutherford,  Spens,  Stuart,  and  Home  ; together 
with  Drs  Duncan  junior,  and  Thomas  Brown.  * 

Haying  thus  exhibited  the  legality  of  the  measure,  and  the  likelihood  of 
its  operating  beneficially,  your  Committee  may  be  expected  to  say  something 
on  another  topic, — namely,  the  propriety  of  the  College  engaging  in  it  at 
any  time,  or,  rather,  to  come  to  a close,  the  expediency  of  attempting  to  fol- 
low it  out  at  the  present  period.  This  point,  it  is  imagined,  must  he  decided 
by  considerations  respecting, 

1st,  The  character  and  circumstances  of  society — or,  in  other  words,  the 
state  and  peculiarities  of  the  times. 

2d,  The  number  and  ability  of  those  persons  to  whom  it  would  be  right 
to  look  for  aid  in  commencing  and  continuing  the  scheme. 

3d,  The  probability  of  success, — a most  material  element  in  the  solution 
of  every  question  affecting  the  conduct  either  of  individuals  or  of  bodies  of 
men. 

On  these  subjects,  your  Committee,  though  they  have  formed  opinions 
explicit  and  consolatory,  will  touch  very  lightly, — the  whole  of  them  being, 
no  doubt,  very  delicate,  and  requiring  serious  deliberation  from  the  Brethren 
at  large. 

The  College,  it  will  have  been  observed,  never  entirely  lost  sight  of  the 
obligations  enjoined  by  the  Charter ; and  more  than  once,  as  was  proved,  spe- 
culated on  the  most  effectual  mode  of  performing  them.  But  it  did  not,  un- 
fortunately, arrive  at  any  definite  conclusion,  except  to  defer  acting  till  some 
favourable  conjuncture  of  events  should  present  itself,  or,  possibly,  to  hope  for 
a new  and  superior  legislative  enactment.  In  the  judgment  of  your  Com- 
mittee, the  former  is  now  realized,  and  with  it,  they  are  disposed  to  think,  the 
College  may  be  perfectly  satisfied.  The  spirit  of  the  age  is,  on  one  hand,  op- 
posed to  monopolies,  and  the  despotism  of  corporations  ; while,  on  the  other, 
it  receives  with  lively  joy  every  enterprise,  however  humble  and  unpretending 
in  origin,  the  design  of  which  is  either  the  diffusion  of  knowledge,  or  the  pre- 

* Besides  remarks  on  the  injurious  operation  of  the  intended  Bill,  in  regard  to  the  prac- 
tice of  Midwifery — a subject  treated  also  separately  by  Dr  Hamilton,  in  a Letter  to  Sir 
William  Garrow, — the  Report  contains  some  hints  on  the  fee  to  be  paid  for  examination, 
the  propriety  of  the  Testimonial  of  Qualification  being  of  equal  force  in  the  three  kingdoms, 
and  other  matters,  which  a Committee,  with  new  powers,  would  do  well  to  consult. 
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paration  of  mankind  for  social  duties.  But,  besides  this  general  patronage, 
one  of  the  striking  features  of  the  day,  circumstances  have  lately  taken  place, 
which  hear  a special  reference  to  the  condition  and  prospects  of  the  College, 
and  which  may  be  deemed  the  forerunners  of  others  equally,  if  not  more,  con- 
ducive to  the  accomplishment  of  such  a plan  as  is  now  shadowed  forth.  Your 
Committee  will  merely  name  some  of  these. 

The  Army  Medical  Board,  for  instance,  has  been,  or  is  about  to  be, 
new-moulded ; hence  an  opportunity  for  soliciting  the  recognition  of  those  who 
might  undergo  trial  by  the  College.  The  same  remark  applies  to  that  of  the 
Honourable  East  India  Company,  almost  certain  to  be  revised  and  altered. 
The  peculiarities  of  the  London  Apothecaries’  Bill  recently  drew  petitions  to 
the  Legislature  from  various  quarters,  and,  among  others,  from  the  College 
itself,  which  took  occasion  to  assign  very  distinct  grounds  for  interfering,  ap- 
propriately including  the  superintendence  of  Pharmacy.  In  relation  to  the 
Anatomy  Bill,  again,  so  far  from  being  inert  or  overlooked,  the  College  of 
Edinburgh  was  both  prompt,  and  confessedly  useful,  in  advising  his  Majesty’s 
Ministers ; and  not  to  calculate  on  some  modification  of  the  privileges,  or,  at 
least  the  dominion,  of  the  London  College,  to  the  standard  of  modern  liberality 
long  anticipated  in  Edinburgh,  it  will  be  remembered  that  this  most  respect- 
able Body,  once  repugnant,  it  was  thought,  to  such  an  alliance,  voluntarily 
proposed  a joint  Pharmacopoeia,  in  the  composition  of  which  some  of  the 
Brethren  are  still  frankly  consulted.*  Your  Committee,  without  taking  part 

* There  may  possibly  be  more  truth  than  is  agreeable  in  the  following  reflections,  which  ap- 
peared since  this  Report  was  drawn  up.  They  are  transcribed,  not  as  a reproof,  but  a warning. 
“We  have  always  held,  and  still  do  hold,  that  the  task  of  licensing  those  who  should  be  found 
“ qualified  to  practise  medicine  ought  not  to  have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Worshipful 
“ Society  of  Apothecaries  ; that  this  ought  to  be  the  proper  and  peculiar  province  of  the  Col- 
“ lege  of  Physicians ; and  it  is  our  firm  persuasion,  that,  had  not  the  latter,  in  culpable  supine- 
“ ness,  or  doting  ignorance,  of  the  progress  of  opinion,  neglected  the  opportunity  which  was  of- 
“ fered  them  of  controling  this  department  of  medical  polity,  they  would  have  enjoyed  a very 
“ different  rank  in  the  public  estimation  from  that  which  they  at  present  occupy.  That,  how- 
“ ever,  is  their  own  affair,  and,  besides,  is  now  past ; ‘ time  and  the  hour’  which  might  have 
“ served  their  purpose  are  irrevocably  gone,  and  can  never  be  recalled.” — London  Medical 
Gazette  for  May  11,  1833. 

Every  one  must  perceive,  that  a Reform,  be  it  for  good  or  evil,  is  at  hand  in  the  Universe 
of  Medicine  as  well  as  of  politics.  The  smallest  States  share  in  the  rage  for  improvement. 
Only  a few  months  have  elapsed  since  a College  (M‘Gill’s)  in  Canada,  obtained  a Charter, 
under  which  it  grants  the  degree  of  Doctor  in  Medicine  and  Surgery.  (See  its  Laws  and 
Regulations,  printed  at  Montreal).  But  to  come  nearer  home.  Though,  as  may  be  recollected 
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in  any  of  the  prevalent  controversies,  might  enumerate  other  reasons,  actual 
and  potential,  to  justify  their  hope  in  advocating  what  appears  to  them  no 
more  than  a rational  effort,  to  be  in  unison  with  the  genius  of  the  age,  which 
portends  any  thing  but  the  continuance  of  veneration  for  establishments,  how- 
ever ancient  or  blazoned,  when  their  prerogatives  have  become  sinecures,  and 
their  boast  of  former  glory  is  only  diagnostic  of  senile  childhood.  Suffice, 
however,  to  glance  at  recent  and  contemplated  arrangements  for  improving 
Medical  Education  generally,  and  to  certain  discoveries  or  suggestions  by  the 
Royal  Commissioners  appointed  to  visit  Scottish  Universities.  Of  the  pub- 
lished Report  of  their  labours,  the  features  are  expressive  of  any  thing 
else  than  such  a disapprobation,  as,  even  if  it  had  authority  over  the  College, 
ought  to  deter  the  Brethren  from  what  is  equally  feasible  and  promising.  But, 
not  to  he  too  confident  of  futurity,  and  remembering  the  poet’s  advice, — 

Tu,  dum  tua  navis  in  alto  est. 

Hoc  age,  ne  mutata  retrorsum  te  ferat  aura — 

in  days  of  augury,  an  incident,  curious  enough  to  he  recorded,  though  not  of  it- 
self very  momentous,  would  have  been  supposed  by  your  Committee  to  pilot  the 
scheme  into  harbour.  A gentleman,  making  application  to  one  of  their  number 
for  the  vacant  office  of  Assistant  at  one  of  the  Public  Dispensaries,  stated  as 
qualifications,  that  his  Diploma  before  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of 
Edinburgh,  bore  a particular  date,  and  was  followed,  at  the  distance  of  some 
months,  by  another  from  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians.  No  doubt,  the 
accommodation  of  apartments  in  the  Hall,  lately  afforded  the  Medical  Faculty 
( qua  Fellows),  had  led  him,  and  possibly  may  lead  many  more,  nominally 
to  confound  the  place  of  trial  with  the  title  of  the  examinators.  The  latter, 
it  is  confidently  believed,  will  never  lament  any  conceivable  advantage  accru- 
ing to  the  College  from  such  an  inadvertent  association  of  ideas.  They  may, 
on  the  contrary,  without  any  stretch  of  generosity,  be  the  first  to  perceive, 
that,  so  far  from  opening  up  a new  and  a rival  field,  the  project  now  urged 
only  extends  one  which  they  themselves  have  already  cultivated,  and  in  the 

by  several  of  the  Brethren,  an  ambitious  project,  on  the  part  of  the  Faculty  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  of  Glasgow,  did  not  succeed,  the  enterprising  spirit  which  essayed  it  is  by  no  means 
extinct.  To  a certain  extent  this  might  have  been  approved  ; but,  without  discussing  other 
points,  there  may  be  no  harm  in  saying,  that  the  desire  for  a new  Charter,  with  materially  aug- 
mented authority,  &c.,  was  too  equivocal  to  be  emulated,  f See  Minutes  of  College,  28th  Oc- 
tober 181 7,  for  a particular  expose,  addressed  in  the  form  of  Letter  to  the  Lord  Advocate. J 
G 2 
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fruits  of  which,  now  greatly  directed  elsewhere,  they  are  best  entitled  to  par- 
ticipate. This  remark,  made  in  perfect  sincerity,  and  on  data  not  very  ob- 
scure, might  introduce,  what  your  Committee  must  from  delicacy  shun,  a list 
of  names,  additional  to  those  of  the  Professors  in  the  University,  eminent 
enough  to  recommend  any  establishment  for  the  promotion  of  which  they 
were  united;  but,  viewing  the  amount  of  those  who  are  now  Fellows,  and  an- 
ticipating a speedy  enlargement  as  one  effect  of  the  undertaking,  it  would  be 
akin  to  treason  to  doubt  the  competency  of  the  College  for  all  the  duties,  as 
well  as  the  eclat,  which  can  be  required. 

From  what  has  been  said,  the  probability  of  success  is  easily  to  be  in- 
ferred. That  it  may  be  realized,  however,  one  thing  is  as  essential  as  in  every 
other  project,  namely,  exertion, — the  combined  energies  of  determination  and 
intellect.  The  truism  is  vulgar  indeed,  but  nevertheless  persuasive, — an  en- 
terprise must  commence  in  order  to  thrive.  Perhaps  of  the  same  nature, 
though  a little  more  recondite,  may  be  the  maxim,  “ nobly  to  dare”  is  to  take 
“ a pledge  of  fate.”  Whether  accepted  or  not,  it  has  at  least  the  aspect  of  a 
bill  on  good  fortune,  and  may  be  presented  on  the  drawer’s  own  security. 
When  that  is  of  a Firm,  Royal  in  Title,  long  established,  never  yet  dishonoured, 
admittedly  solvent,  and  ostensibly  increasing  in  means,  who  shall  refuse 
credit ! 

To  conclude  : Your  Committee  would  apologise  for  the  length  of  their 
Report,  if  they  were  conscious  that  justice  could  have  been  done  to  the  sub- 
ject within  narrower  bounds.  So  far  from  this,  they  are  sensible  much  re- 
mains for  future  labour,  touching  the  details  of  the  plan  now  generally  an- 
nounced. But  these,  very  manifestly,  will  be  in  good  time  when  demanded. 
Should  an  impression  or  a wish  to  that  effect  arise  among  the  brethren,  your 
Committee,  attributing  it  solely  to  the  cogency  of  the  materials  brought  for- 
ward, not  the  skill  with  which  they  have  been  arrayed,  would  hail  it  as  the 
surest  harbinger  of  prosperity  and  renown. 

In  name  of  the  Committee, 


26 th  April  1833. 


RICH0.  POOLE,  CW. 
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APPENDIX  (A). 

“ Our  predecessors  were  manifestly  too  hasty,"  fyc.  p.  26. 

At  an  early  period,  and  for  a considerable  time,  it  was  customary  for  the  College  to 
proceed  much  more  rapidly  through  the  business  of  admission  or  election  than  has  been  the 
practice  in  late  years.  The  cases  were  numerous  in  which,  simply  on  a petition  for  licence, 
with  or  without  examination,  according  to  circumstances,  the  applicant  not  only  had  his 
prayer  granted,  but  likewise,  having  advanced  by  the  intermediate  step  of  Candidate  so 
styled,  was  chosen  a Fellow,  and  took  his  place  as  such  in  the  College,  all  at  one  sederunt. 
Sometimes  a short  interval,  as  of  less  than  a month,  or  of  several  months,  was  allowed  be- 
tween the  licence  and  fellowship.  * 

The  intermediate  step  of  Candidate,  obviously  unnecessary,  appears  to  have  been  re- 
linquished in  1710.  But  the  practice  of  allowing  the  Socii  to  take  their  places,  on  the  day 
when  they  became  such,  was  continued  long  after  that  period.  This  is  evident  from  the 
Minute,  3d  November  1772: — “ The  College,  considering  that  it  has  been  the  custom  for 
« Licentiates,  when  proposed  for  Fellowship,  to  be  in  waiting  on  the  day  when  they  are 
“ balloted  fox’,  and,  upon  their  election,  to  be  immediately  called  in,  and  take  their  seats, 
“ Resolved  that  this  was  an  indelicate  custom,  as  implying  a certainty  in  the  Candidate  that 
“ he  is  to  be  admitted ; and  therefore  resolved,  that,  for  the  future,  no  Candidate,  applying 
“ to  be  a Fellow  of  the  College,  shall  be  in  waiting  on  the  day  when  he  is  balloted  for,  but 
“ shall  be  admitted,  and  take  his  seat,  at  the  next  quarterly  meeting  thereafter.”  The  prin- 
ciple of  ballot , it  may  be  added  here,  was  not  introduced  till  1st  May  1770,  when  a proposal 
was  made  to  adopt  it  instead  of  voting  (by  a majority) ; and,  having  been  read  a thii-d  time, 
5th  February  1771,  passed  into  a law,  “ to  be  strictly  observed  in  time  coming,”  with  the 
clause,  “ that  no  member  shall  engage  himself  to  the  Candidate  before  the  time  of  balloting, 
“ nor  thei’eafter  reveal  to  any  person  in  what  manner  he  had  balloted,  under  the  penalty  of 
“ being  held  as  one  who  has  broke  his  honour  and  faith  to  the  College.” 

Of  earlier  date,  namely  7th  August  1759,  was  the  suggestion, — carried  into  effect  6th 
November, — that  a pi’oposal  for  the  admission  of  a Fellow  should  lie  on  the  table  till  the  next 
quarterly  meeting.  At  the  distance  of  a few  years,  the  iri-egularity  or  difference  as  to  the 
interval  between  licence  and  fellowship  was  theoretically  rectified  by  an  enactment,  1st  No- 
vember 1763,  “ that  no  person  residing  in  Edinburgh,  &c.,  licensed  to  practise,  &c.,  shall  be 
“ admitted  a Fellow  sooner  than  one  full  year  after  the  day  he  has  obtained  his  licence 
and  that  the  proposal  for  “ admission  shall  always  be  made  at  a quarterly  meeting,  and  at  no 
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* See  various  instances  in  the  Printed  Lists. 


54 


PART  OF  FIRST  REPORT. 


Appendix  (A.) 


“ otlier."  In  point  of  fact,  however,  as  is  clear  both  from  the  Minutes  and  the  printed 
list,  the  former  part  of  this  law  was  almost  as  frequently  departed  from  as  adhered  to,  till 
within  a very  late  period.  Thus,  passing  over  earlier  examples,  in  31  cases,  commencing 
May  1800  and  ending  November  1812,  it  will  be  found  that,  while  only  one  was  protracted 
to  15  months,  and  six  were  admitted  at  12 — the  stipulated  period, — there  are  two  instances 
of  entry  at  5 and  6,  one  at  2,  and  all  the  rest  at  3.  Subsequently  to  1812,  the  number  of 
admissions  at  the  longest  intervals  was  proportionally  greater  ; but  still  there  were  several 
examples  of  fellowship  within  the  year, — the  College  always  retaining,  and  occasionally  ex- 
ercising, the  power  of  granting  it,  “ on  any  particular  reason  being  assigned,"  by  the  indi- 
vidual himself,  or  on  a motion  to  that  effect  in  his  behalf. 

It  was  on  evidence  of  this  kind  (greatly  enlarged),  and  in  relation  to  a difficulty  of  some 
consequence,  that  the  Committee  founded  part  of  their  First  Report,  which,  according  to  the 
order  for  its  preservation,  may,  with  propriety,  be  introduced  here 

“ By  the  Code  now  in  force,  it  is  a matter  of  choice,  on  the  part  of  those  who  seek  con- 
junction with  our  Body,  either  to  obtain  licences  in  the  first  instance,  or  to  be  proposed  for 
Fellowship  directly,  and  without  undergoing  that  process.  Provision  to  this  effect  was  made 
by  the  late  Dr  Duncan,  in  the  edition  of  the  laws  and  regulations  superintended  by  him, 
and  printed  in  1825  ; according  to  which,  article  7,  section  5,  ‘ It  shall  be  optional  for  Can- 
4 didates,  either  in  the  first  instance  to  petition  to  be  admitted  Licentiates  by  the  College, 

‘ or  at  once  to  be  admitted  as  Fellows.’  That  edition  came  repeatedly  before  the  College, 
and  was  substantially,  though  with  some  qualifications,  approved,  but  never  received  such 
sanction  as  amounted  to  legislative  authority.  A Committee,  subsequently  appointed  to  take 
it  into  consideration,  together  with  any  doubts  or  difficulties  which  had  been  expressed  in 
regard  to  some  parts  of  it,  and  generally  to  prepare  a new  Code,  occupied  no  small  time, 
and  experienced  a good  deal  of  perplexity,  in  their  labours,  more  especially  on  the  very 
point  to  which  we  allude.  After  various  conferences  among  themselves,  and  hearing  the 
opinions  of  the  College,  they  at  length  concluded  in  favour  of  what  seemed,  or  was  under- 
stood, though  erroneously,  to  be  a novelty  ; but,  in  the  absence  of  any  decisive  or  unequivo- 
cal deliverance  on  the  part  of  the  College,  they  felt  exceedingly  at  a loss,  so  to  express  them- 
selves, as  at  once  to  comprehend  the  principle  strongly  contended  for  by  some,  and  meet  or 
guard  against  the  reasonable  objections  of  others.  It  will  be  seen,  on  reference  to  the  Code 
drawn  up  by  them,  and  published  by  order  of  the  College,  both  in  1828  and  1829,  that  a 
degree  of  vagueness  pervades  the  clause  on  the  subject ; and  it  may  be  easily  inferred,  that 
the  negative  mode  of  enacting,  if  we  may  use  the  phrase,  was  adopted  with  a view  to  extri- 
cation from  a dilemma.  The  words  are,  article  3,  section  1,  4 No  physician  residing  in 
4 Edinburgh,  shall  be  proposed  for  a resident  Fellowship,  till  be  has  been  a Licentiate  for 
4 nine  months,  or,  in  case  of  his  not  being  a Licentiate,  till  nine  months  after  his  petition  to 
4 be  admitted  a resident  Fellow  shall  have  been  presented,  unless  an  urgent  reason  be  as- 
4 signed.  In  this  case,  he  may  be  proposed  even  on  the  same  day  on  which  he  becomes  a 
4 Licentiate,  or  at  any  other  quarterly  meeting,  or  at  a meeting  specially  called  for  the  pur- 
pose, if  this  proposal  shall  be  agreed  to  by  every  member  present.’  Not  to  dwell  on  other 
real  or  imagined  defects,  this  regulation  is  clearly  imperfect,  touching  the  case  of  an  indi- 
vidual in  the  predicament  of  seeking  admission  as  a Fellow,  without  having  previously  been 
a Licentiate;  though,  inferentially  and  undoubtedly  by  intent,  a provision  for  his  earlier  ad- 
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mission  than  at  the  period  of  nine,  or  virtually  twelve  months — if  an  urgent  reason  for  it 
were  assigned — was  as  fair,  and  as  much  recognised,  as  that  for  a Licentiate  in  the  like  case. 

“The  inconvenience  alluded  to  depends  mainly  on  the  circumstance  involved  in  this  law. 
A person,  properly  qualified  by  a diploma,  on  petitioning  for  a licence,  forthwith  obtains  it, — 
the  entry-money  payable  by  him,  whatever  its  amount,  being  received  at  the  same  time,  or 
rather  before,  his  petition  is  actually  presented  to  the  College.  In  the  case  of  an  applicant 
for  Fellowship  solely,  on  the  contrary,  his  entry-money,  though  given  in,  as  by  the  Licen- 
tiate, remains  simply  as  a deposit  till  his  election  or  admission  be  over — and  is  liable  to  re- 
turn or  redemand,  in  the  event  of  two  or  more  contingencies — the  non-admission  of  the 
applicant — his  death  before  admission — and  a change  of  purpose,  on  his  part,  as  to  Fellow- 
ship. To  obviate  this  inconvenience,  or  prevent  its  occurrence,  the  College  might,  unques- 
tionably, resume  the  power  of  insisting  on  a licence  being  taken  as  a preliminary  to  every 
application  or  proposal  for  Fellowship.  This  resumption,  however,  the  Committee  do  not 
feel  themselves  by  any  means  at  liberty  to  recommend,  until  what  seems  to  them  a more 
advisable  measure  be  fully  made  trial  of.  Again,  the  College  might,  it  is  conceived,  affix  a 
certain  fine  or  penalty  in  the  cases  of  rejection,*  of  previous  death,  and  of  retraction — or  in 
the  case  of  one  only — to-wit,  the  last  of  these.  But  to  such  an  imposition,  the  Committee 
are  persuaded,  no  argument  they  are  capable  of  using  would  induce  the  College  to  consent. 
They  are  really  not  conscious,  indeed,  of  any  which  deserves  even  a refutation.  The  remedy 
which  alone  they  would  venture  to  suggest  is,  in  their  estimation,  equally  honourable,  pru- 
dent, and  efficacious.  It  is  countenanced,  moreover,  as  the  historical  sketch  shews,  by  the 
practice  of  the  College  during  many  years,  in  the  course  of  which,  and  greatly,  they  believe, 
in  consequence  of  it,  some  of  the  most  illustrious  men  who  have  ever  graced  our  annals 
w'ere  received  into  the  list  of  Fellows.  The  Committee  unhesitatingly  recommend  a material 
diminution  or  shortening  of  the  period  between  application  for  licence,  or  for  the  higher 
dignity,  and  conferring  the  latter.  Perhaps,  instead  of  mentioning  or  enjoining  any  special 
time  which  ought,  or  must  of  necessity  be  allowed,  to  intervene,  the  College,  keeping  in 
view  the  purpose  of  it,  namely,  the  inquiry  into,  or  evidence  of,  the  applicant’s  eligibility, 
may,  at  their  own  judgment,  proceed  to  the  ballot  at  any  quarterly  meeting  subsequent  to 
that  at  which  his  petition  has  been  received, — the  proportion  of  votes  to  that  effect  being 
according  to  the  existing  law.” 


APPENDIX  (B). 

Entry-fees,  scantiness  of  funds,  fc.  (referred  to  p.  27  ) 

There  is  equally  clear  evidence  for  the  opinions  expressed  on  these  points,  in  the  First 
Report,  of  which,  accordingly,  another  portion  is  now  transcribed. 

“ There  cannot  be  a doubt,  that  the  condition  of  the  funds  generally  influenced  the  College 
in  regard  to  the  admission  both  of  Licentiates  and  Fellows, — the  main  source  of  the  income 
having,  throughout,  been  the  entry  premiums,  the  laws  or  regulations  of  which  have  under- 
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This  was  formerly  proposed. 
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gone  various  changes.  A statement  of  these  is  curious  in  itself,  and  somewhat  important 
in  relation  to  the  present  topic.  But,  not  to  enter  into  minute  details,  a few  circumstances 
claim  attention  as  illustrating  what  may  he  considered  the  financial  policy  of  the  College. 

44  At  one  of  the  earliest  meetings,  viz.  6th  February  1682,  it  was  unanimously  agreed,  that 
each  member  of  the  College  should  pay  quarterly  L.3,  10s.  Scots,  towards  defraying  the  pub- 
lic expenses ; and,  seemingly  in  part  at  least  for  the  same  purpose,  fines  were,  from  the  first, 
imposed  on  those  who  did  not  attend  the  meetings,  or,  according  to  Minute  of  10th  February 
1682,  did  not  come  to  them  ‘ within  ane  quarter  of  ane  hour  appointed,’ — the  then  under- 
stood acceptation  of  the  term  sero,  which  is  still  preserved,  with  a slight  change  of  applica- 
tion. The  supply  of  funds  from  these  sources  must  have  been  small  and  inadequate  to  the 
expenditure.  On  the  5th  April  1682,  accordingly,  we  find  it  was  4 agreed  unanimously,  that 
4 for  a year  to  come,  each  one  of  the  College  shall  pay,  quarterly,  two  rex-dollars,  beginning 
‘ the  first  quarter’s  payment  the  first  quarterly  meeting  upon  the  first  Monday  of  May,  which 
‘ is  conceived  will  be  able  to  defray  all  necessaiy  public  expenses  for  the  College  in  that 
‘ time.’  Whether  or  not  it  did  so  is  doubtful.  But  it  is  clear,  on  either  supposition,  that, 
before  the  expiry  of  that  year,  another  source  of  income  was  contemplated;  for,  on  the  11th 
August,  it  was  resolved,  that,  4 any  physician,  graduate  before  the  patent,  upon  application 
4 to  the  College  for  a licence  to  practise  in  Edinburgh,  he  shall,  without  any  examination, 

‘ upon  payment  to  the  Treasurer  of  L.  5 Sterling,  have  a licence  to  practise  in  Edinburgh, 

‘ he  having  his  ordinary  residence  in  the  country,  and  giving  bond  to  pay  other  L.  5 Sterling 
‘ if  he  shall  happen  to  come  in  to  reside  and  practise  in  Edinburgh,  and  shall  oblige  himself 
4 to  enter  a candidate  whenever  the  College  shall  require  him,  and  pay  all  the  dues  of  a candi- 
4 date  : farther,  that  if  any  doctor,  graduate  since  the  patent,  residenter  in  Edinburgh, 

‘ make  the  like  application,  he  shall  be  obliged  immediately  to  consign  in  the  treasurer’s 
4 hands,  before  he  abide  examination,  L.  5 Sterling  ; and  if  he  be  not,  after  examination, 

‘ found  sufficient,  he  shall  lose  fifty  shillings  Sterling  thereof ; and  if  he  be  found  sufficient, 

4 shall  have  licence  as  aforesaid  allowed  to  Doctors  formerly  graduate,  upon  payment  as 
‘ aforesaid,  and  when  required  by  the  College,  shall  enter  candidate,  and  pay  other  L.  10 
‘ Sterling,  beside  the  L.  10  formerly  payed  for  his  licence;  and  when  advanced  to  be  a Fel- 
‘ low  lie  shall  pay  other  L.  10  Sterling.’  Besides  the  pecuniary  arrangements  thus  enacted, 
it  was  at  the  same  meeting  resolved,  4 That  when  the  College  shall  find  it  necessary,  to  call 
4 any  candidate  to  be  of  their  numbers,  the  oldest  candidate  shall  be  the  person  required 
‘ to  enter.’ 

“ From  this  clause  it  may  be  inferred,  that,  in  a certain  sense,  the  College  made  Fellowship, 
or  the  step  towards  it,  compulsory  on  licentiates ; and  the  fact  is  indubitable, — a condition  being 
for  some  time  attached  to  the  petition  for  a licence, — namely,  that  the  individual  4 obliged 
‘ himself  to  enter  Candidate,  and  thereafter  a Fellow  of  the  College.’  This  occurred  first  in 
the  case  of  Dr  Abernethy,  admitted  Licentiate  13th  August  1684, —supplicant  4 to  be  ad- 
4 mitted  Candidate  and  Socius  upon  such  terms  as  the  College  shall  think  fit,’  on  1st  Decem- 
ber following.  Next  day  received  a candidate,  4 he  presently  signing  the  promissory  decla- 
4 ration,'  and  the  College  agreeing,  4 at  the  next  meeting,  to  receive  him  Socius  upon  his 
4 giving  bond  to  pay  what  the  College  shall  appoint.’  That  meeting  was  on  the  4th  of  the 
same  month,  when  4 Dr  Abernethie  being  the  last  day  received  Candidate,  is  this  day  also 
4 received  Socius > 
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“ Unhappily,  from  the  blank  in  the  Minutes  after  22d  December  1684,  it  is  impossible  to 
follow  out  the  proceedings  of  the  College  on  a motion  by  the  President,  of  date  19th  Decem- 
ber, regarding  “ the  minimum  quid  sit  of  the  time  that  a licentiate  should  study  before  he  be 
‘ licensed,’  the  consideration  of  which  was  remitted  to  the  Council  and  College.  But  it 
seems,  from  an  incidental  notice,  18th  November  1695,  ‘ that  the  College  required  three 
‘ years’  study  of  Medicine  before  any  application  to  the  College.’ 

“ Passing  over  the  blank  without  a conjecture  as  to  what  may  have  been  their  decision  on 
the  subject,  or  their  experience  of  the  benefit  arising  from  previous  regulation  of  fees,  we 
learn,  by  minute  of  the  9th  November  1693,  that  a new  enactment  was  thought  advisable : 

‘ The  College  have  ordained,  that  before  any  Physician  hereafter  be  admitted  to  his  exaini- 
‘ nation,  in  order  to  his  being  licensed,  he  shall  consign,  in  the  Treasurer’s  hands,  the  soume 
‘ of  three  hundred  merks  Scots  ; and  in  case  at  his  trial  he  shall  be  found  insufficient,  the 
‘ money  shall  be  given  back  to  him ; and  if  he  be  found  qualified,  then,  before  he  be 
‘ licensed,  he  is  to  give  bond  to  the  Treasurer  for  one  hundred  merks  Scots,  to  be  paid  wlien- 
‘ ever  be  shall  be  admitted  socius.  This  to  be  proposed  against  next  meeting,  and  voted  that 
‘ it  may  pass  into  law.’  On  15th  November,  e.  a,,  a vote  unanimously  concluded  it  should 
‘ be  a law  in  time  coming.’ 

“ The  state  of  the  funds  may  be  imagined,  when,  in  the  absence  of  allusion  to  other  property 
realized,  the  minute  of  1st  February  1694  speaks  of  a balance  in  the  treasurer’s  hands, 
amounting  to  L.8 : 17  : 8 Scots.  But,  it  is  proper  to  add,  there  were  also  bonds  for  moneys 
due  by  some  of  the  members,  who  evidently  had  not  paid  up  their  entry-fees.  It  is  equally 
proper  to  add,  what  might  be  expected,  that  these  bonds  often  occasioned  much  trouble,  and 
were  sometimes  either  unproductive  or  relinquished.  Some  curious  examples  might  be 
given. 

“ It  appears,  by  minute  27th  September  1694,  that  the  sum  of  400  merks  comprehended  all 
‘ the  ordinary  dues  payable  by  every  Physician  who  is  licentiate,  candidate,  and  admitted 
‘ socius.'  Some  irregularity  in  payment,  on  the  part  of  certain  members,  gave  rise  to  the 
following  law,  24th  September  1695 : ‘ It  being  put  to  the  vote  for  the  third  time,  whether 
‘ those  that  live  in  the  country,  and  have  paid  only  a part  of  the  dues  to  the  College,  should, 
‘ notwithstanding,  vote  as  freely  in  all  things  as  those  that  reside  in  the  town,  and  havesatis- 
< fied  the  President  and  College  for  the  whole  dues ; and  it  being  voted  and  carried  for  the 
‘ third  time,  it  is  to  stand  for  a law;  and  if  any  act  hath  been  to  the  contrair,  it  is  hereby  re- 
‘ pealed.’  The  words  are  not  very  precise,  but  the  meaning  is  clearly,  as  expressed  at  a 
previous  meeting,  ‘ that  they  should  not  have  liberty  to  vote  till  they  satisfy  the  President 
‘ and  College  for  the  whole  dues.’  It  was  proposed  at  the  same  meeting,  that,  in  terms  of 
an  act  lately  made,  ‘ Entrants  are  not  to  give  their  bonds  for  the  dues  to  the  Treasurer 
‘ for  the  use  and  behoof  of  the  College,  but  only  if  they  satisfy  the  Treasurer  there  teas  no  more 
1 to  be  required  of  them.'  Very  probably,  a dispute,  which  long  agitated  the  College,  was 
connected  with  something  having  the  aspect  of  irregularity  or  remissness  on  the  part  of 
the  Treasurer  at  this  time.  But  this  need  not  be  inquired  into  on  the  present  occasion.  It 
is,  however,  requisite  to  mention,  that,  in  the  course  of  proceedings  at  law,  arising  out  of  the 
dispute,  a good  deal  of  money  was  expended  ; and  that,  according  to  minute  11th  February 
1696,  this,  it  was  agreed,  should  ‘ come  out  of  the  common  stock  of  the  College.’  In  con- 
sequence, it  was  afterwards,  viz.  4th  March  following,  unanimously  resolved,  that  ‘ the  mo- 
ll 
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4 ney  xvliillc  several  of  the  members  bad  contributed  towards  carrying  on  of  the  plea  against 
‘ Dr  Stevensone  and  his  adherents,  should  be  returned  to  the  foresaid  members,’  &c. 

44  The  College  must  have  had  funds  sufficient  for  this  purpose  at  the  period,  and  for  another 
of  a totally  different  kind,  as,  at  a meeting  of  30th  March  in  the  same  year,  the  President 
was  authorized  to  subscribe  for  L.  200  Sterling  to  the  East  India  Company  speculation,  in. 
name  of  the  College.  Their  ability,  nevertheless,  was  prospective  rather  than  immediate,  to 
the  full  extent  of  the  obligation  incurred  ; witness  the  minute  of  24th  September  same  year. 

‘ It  being  proposed  to  the  College  that  the  fourth  part  of  the  money  subscribed  for  to  the  Afri- 
‘ can  Trade  by  the  President,  in  name  of  the  College,  was  not  yet  paid,  the  College  thought 
‘ there  was  no  need  of  paying  it  till  Martinmas,  at  quilk  time  they  would  have  money  enough 
■ to  pay  the  same.’  But  it  turned  out  quite  otherwise,  the  Treasurer  being  instructed,  5th 
February  1697,  to  4 endeavour  to  get  money  to  the  African  Trade.’  In  consequence,  ap- 
parently, no  less  than  five  members  were  ordered,  9th  March  following,  4 to  pay  each  of  them 
‘ One  hundred  punds  (Scots)  to  the  Treasurer,  in  part  of  payment  of  their  bonds  ;’  and,  on  the 
22d  of  that  month,  the  Treasurer  reported,  ‘ that  he  had  payed  into  the  African  Company 
‘ the  L.50  Sterling  as  a fourth  of  the  sum  the  College  had  subscribed  for  in  the  said  Com- 
‘ pany.’  It  is  unnecessary  here  to  treat  farther  of  the  speculation, — so  far  even  as  the 
College  was  concerned, — and  as  appears  in  several  minutes,  e.  g.  22d  February  1698,  14th 
October  1698,  1st  December  1698,  &c.  Suffice  to  observe,  money  was  lost  in  it  by  the 
College  as  by  many  other  bodies  and  individuals.  A new  and  an  unexpected  source  of  ex- 
penditure was  opened  up  by  the  dispute  between  the  College  as  a body,  and  some  of  its  own 
members  ; and  the  demands  thence  arising  occasioned  a modification  of  the  fees  to  be  paid  on 
admission,  both  as  licentiate  and  fellow. 

“ 22d  June  1699,  4 The  College  taking  into  their  consideration  that  they  are  now  engaged 
4 in  a plea  for  maintaining  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  College  contained  in  their  pa- 
4 tent,  and  that  they  will  stand  in  need  of  money  for  prosecuting  the  same,  they  have  there- 
4 fore  resolved,  that  all  licentiates,  in  time  coming,  should  pay,  for  their  licence,  600  merks 
4 Scots  ; and  when  the  College  calls  them  to  be  socius , that  they  shall  pay  200  merks  more 
4 before  they  have  liberty  to  sit  and  vote ; and  therefore  the  College  hereby  statutes  and  or- 
4 dains,’  &c.  in  requisite  terms.  This  was  voted  a third  time  and  carried  nem.  contra,  on 
27th  June  1699.  The  nature  and  result  of  the  plea  are  of  no  consequence  in  relation  to  the 
present  Report.  In  a word,  it  was  a troublesome  and  a costly  piece  of  business, — confessedly 
so,  more  especially  as  conjoined  with  the  sinking  operations  of  the  African  Company.  Thus, 
the  meeting  of  31st  January  1700  appears  to  have  been  expressly  called  for,  and  occupied 
with,  both  matters.  4 The  College  of  Physicians,  taking  into  their  consideration  how  desirable 
4 it  is  for  the  Members  of  the  Society  to  live  in  peace  and  harmony,  and  being  willing  to  go 
4 all  the  length  that  may  be,  to  bring  in  those  members  that  have  so  long  absented  them- 
4 selves  from  the  College,  and  for  this,  and  several  other  reasons,  they  were  suspended  in- 
4 stantly ; therefore,  the  College  ordains  the  several  acts  of  suspension  formerly  pronounced 
4 against,’  &c-  (the  individuals  named),  4 to  be  taken  off,  and  by  thir  presents  takes  ofiF  the 
4 samen  ; providing  always,  the  said  persons  compear  and  acknowledge  the  authority  of  the 
4 College  at  any  meeting  thereof  betwixt  and  the  1st  day  of  May  next  to  come;  and 
4 the  College  declares,  that  upon  the  said  terms,  the  saids  persons  shall  have  the  freedom  to 
4 sit,  vote,  and  elect  in  the  said  College,  as  freely  in  all  respects  as  any  other  member 
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thereof.’  This  is  coupled  with  an  order  to  pay  an  account  given  in  by  the  President,  being 
of  the  money  disbursed  by  him  in  defending  the  action  of  suspension  and  declarator  against 
the  said  members  ; also  an  account  due  to  Mr  Alexander  Glass,  Writer  to  the  Signet,  who 
seems  to  have  been  engaged  in  the  proceedings.  Then  follows  a passage,  to  the  effect  of  or- 
daining the  Treasurer  to  pay  in  what  was  due  to  the  African  Company  ‘ out  of  the  first 
4 and  readiest  of  the  College  money  that  shall  come  to  his  hand  and  4 to  seek  in  the  money 
‘ due  to  the  College  for  payment  thereof,’  with  this  remarkable  specification,  that  £ if  paid 
4 within  a fortnight  by  any  of  the  persons  who  are  due  to  the  College  any  money,  the  Col- 
‘ lege  hereby  gives  down  the  by-gone  adrents  to  any  person  who  shall  so  pay  in.’ 

“ Some  members  availed  themselves  of  this  proffered  bonus,  as  may  be  seen  minute  18th 
March  following-,  when  the  Treasurer  was  directed  ‘ to  pay  in  what  money  he  has  in  his 
4 hands  to  the  President,  in  so  far  as  shall  pay  the  money  due  to  the  African  Company,’  &c. 
which  he  reports  to  have  done  on  8th  July. 

“ Only  a few  entrants  were  received  on  the  high  or  increased  rate,  from  which  advantage 
had  been  expected ; and  our  worthy  predecessors  seem  to  have  soon  discovered  that  they 
had  overshot  the  mark  in  enacting  it.  Accordingly,  it  is  said,  16th  November  1702,  4 The 
‘ College,  taking  into  their  consideration  that,  by  ane  former  act  of  the  College,  dated  22d 
4 June  1699,  23d  and  27th  day  of  the  said  month  and  year,  it  is  ordained,  that  all  licen- 
‘ tiates  shall  pay  to  the  College  the  soume  of  600  merks ; and,  when  they  are  called  to  a 
‘ socius,  that  they  shall  pay  200  merks  more  : The  College,  upon  certain  good  considera- 
4 tions,  does  now  rescind  and  restrict  the  foresaid  act,  and  ordains  licentiates  to  pay  as  be- 
4 fore  the  making  thereof,  which  was  300  merks  only ; and,  when  called  to  be  a socius,  ane 
4 100  merks  more;  and  this  was  voted  the  first  time,  and  unanimously  agreed  to.”  It  was 
voted  a second  time,  23d  November  e.  a.,  and  a third  time  on  the  26th,  when  it  passed 
into  a law,  notwithstanding  an  action  was  still  going  on  against  some  of  the  members,  in 
which,  as  appears  from  minute  31st  December  1702,  it  was  found  necessary  4 to  consult 
4 more  advocates.’  The  overture  for  reconciliation  was  repeated  7th  January  1703,  with  a 
direction  to  apprise  the  dissidents  of  it,  the  College  4 being  sensible  of  the  prejudice  the 
4 Society  has  sustained  by  the  late  unhappy  divisions,  and  notwithstanding  of  the  repeated 
4 offences  committed  against  the  said  College  by  the  suspended  members,  whereby  the  Col- 
4 lege  has  been  put  to  a vast  charge  to  assert  its  own  privileges.’  In  the  spirit  of  this  over- 
ture, an  act  of  oblivion,  &c.  was  proposed  4th  January  1704,  read  a second  time  on  11th, 
and  a third  on  the  12th,  in  the  minute  of  which  date  the  terms  are  given.  This  measure 
seems  to  have  succeeded  ; and,  as  new  members  came  in  freely,  the  funds  assumed  an  air 
of  prosperity  which  induced  the  College  to  look  out  4 for  ane  house  or  roume  to  meet  in 
of  their  own,’  13th  April  1704,  and  to  direct  the  commencement  of  a treaty  with  the  magis- 
trates 4 anent  a house  in  New  Grey  Friars  Church  Yard,’  9th  May  following.  This,  how- 
ever, failed ; but  afterwards  an  arrangement  was  effected  in  regard  to  a house,  &c.  at  the  foot 
of  the  Fountain  Close — 24th  October  and  1st  December  1704. — See  Minute  15th  August 
1704,  for  revival  of  an  act  by  which  applicants  to  be  admitted  licentiates  must  pay  100  merks 
before  their  petition  be  allowed  to  be  read. 

44  A bond  granted  to  Sir  James  Mackenzie,  for  3500  merks,  as  the  price  of  the  house  and 
yards  purchased  from  him. — See  minute,  1st  December  1704,  when  a proposal  was  made 
to  grant  an  assignation  of  all  bonds  and  sums  due  to  the  College  ; also  minute,  19th  January 
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Appendix  (B.)  1705,  where  notice  is  taken  of  one  bond  (Dr  Blackadder’s),  being  4 ill  to  recover  and  almost 

‘ desperate  and,  in  consequence,  4 transacted’  at  200  merks,  one-half  only  of  the  original. 
‘ The  said  200  to  lie  in  Dr  Smelholme,  the  Treasurer’s  hands,  to  be  paid  in  to  Sir  James 
4 Mackenzie  pro  tanto  of  the  said  bond  granted  by  the  late  Council  to  him.’  The  bond  to 
Sir  James  Mackenzie  was  discharged  12th  February  1706.  17th  April  1705, — the  Trea- 
surer directed  to  call  up  all  bonds  and  money  due  to  the  College,  and  ‘ to  use  diligence  upon 
4 tlieir  bonds,  and  exact  adrent  for  the  same.’  His  report  given  minute  29th  June  1705. 

“ A Committee  was  empowered,  22d  August  1705,  to  consider  what  those  who  apply  to  be 
licentiates,  without  examination,  shall  pay.  They  report,  30t,h  August,  when  a draft  of  an 
act  about  licentiates  was  read  a first  time,  second  time  4th  October,  and  third  time  25th  Oc- 
tober 1705,  viz.  4 That  such  physicians  as  shall  apply  to  the  College  to  be  made  licentiates 
‘ without  submitting  themselves  to  examination,  shall  pay  ane  thousand  merks  Scots  for 
‘ their  licence.’ 

“ This  extraordinary  rise  was  doubtless  intended  as  a kind  of  remedy  against  the  conse- 
quences of  that  clause  in  the  charter  which  exempted  the  graduates  of  Scottish  Universities 
from  examination  previously  to  obtaining  licences.  But  few  of  these  came  in  on  such  high 
terms,  whereas  several  entrants  are  noticed  as  having  undergone  examination,  in  respect  of 
whom  we  find  an  act  6th  May  1707,  enjoining  400  merks  as  the  whole  dues. 

“ New  expenses  were  incurred  in  the  long  dispute  with  the  Surgeons,  and  the  proceedings 
against  Mr  Nisbet  one  of  them,  to  which  we  need  not  advert. — See,  on  the  other  hand,  mi- 
nute 23d  September  1707,  for  an  order  to  the  Treasurer  to  receive  (in  full  ?)  L.120  Sterling, 
from  Directors  of  African  Company,  or  Commissioners  on  the  Equivalent  Fund.  The  College 
was  probably  scanty  in  cash  at  this  period,  the  members  agreeing,  3d  February  1708,  to  pay 
half-a-crown  quarterly  for  defraying  incidental  charges,  and  a present  of  L.  20  being  accepted 
from  Dr  Halket,  23d  November  1710.  But  see  general  statement  of  Treasurer’s  accounts, 
Ac.  13th  February  1711,  when  diligence  was  directed  against  4 any  that  are  resting  money 
4 to  the  college.’  A balance  in  the  Treasurer's  hands  ordered  to  be  lent  on  sufficient 
bond,  1st  May  1711,  and  on  31st  July  c.ci.,  a Committee  was  appointed  to  conclude  a bar- 
gain for  the  property  lying  at  the  foot  of  the  lower  yard  of  the  College. 

44  The  Clerk  was  instructed  to  use  diligence  in  the  case  of  bonds,  Ac.  7th  August  1711, 
when  the  report  of  Committee  on  the  above  mentioned  purchase,  amounting  to  2300  merks, 
Scots  was  given  in,  and  measures  were  directed  to  be  taken  for  paying  the  same.  Disposi- 
tion, &c.  thereon,  reported  as  obtained  6th  November  following,  when  diligence  against  one 
member  is  ordered;  and  the  President  and  Censors  were  instructed  to  cite  three  persons 
named,  4 or  any  other  doctors  that  are  not  entered  with  the  College,  to  enter  as  licentiates.’ 
To  the  same  effect,  the  President  was  recommended,  5th  February  1712,  4 to  speak  to  such 
4 physicians  as  are  in  town,  who  have  not  entered,’  Ac.  Various  entrants  were  thus  ob- 
tained, with  and  without  examination,  according  to  circumstances.  The  sum  exacted  in  the 
latter  case,  however,  was  evidently  found  to  be  too  high,  so  far  as  mere  income  depended  on 
it,  wnatever  other  and  doubtful  benefit  might  arise  from  the  imposition.  Accordingly,  23d 
December  1713,  4 The  College,  taking  into  their  consideration  ane  act  of  the  Coll.,  dated 
4 25th  October  1705,  wherein  it  was  statute  and  ordained  that  such  physicians  as  should  ap- 
4 ply  to  be  made  licentiates,  without  submitting  themselves  to  examination,  should  pay  ane 
< 1000  merks  Scots  for  their  licence  ; the  College,  upon  weighty  considerations,  have 
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1 thought  fit  to  restrict  the  said  soume  of  ane  1000  merks  to  the  sum  of  500  merks  Scots, 
£ to  he  paid  to  the  said  College  by  every  such  licentiate  as  shall  not  subject  himself  to  exa- 
£ mination  in  all  time  coming ; the  payment  whereof  to  be  made  conform  to  the  other  acts 
£ of  the  Coll,  thereanent.’  Even  this  abatement  did  not  prove  efficacious,  few  or  no  en- 
trants coming  forward  except  such  as  submitted  to  examination,  and  received  licences  at  the 
lower  rate.  In  course  of  time,  accordingly,  namely  1st  August  1716,  ‘ The  College,  taking 
‘ into  their  consideration  that  it  will  be  for  the  good  and  interest  of  the  College,  that  the 
‘ whole  dues  of  400  merks  for  the  time  to  come  be  payed  for  every  licentiate  thereof  when 
‘ licensed,  therefore  the  College  ordain  that  for  hereafter  every  physician  that  shall  apply  to 
‘ the  College  for  a licence  to  practise  medicine,  shall,  at  the  iugiving  of  his  bill,  pay  to  the 
‘ Treasurer  ane  100  merks  Scots,  as  usual,  and  300  merks  more  when  they  are  licentiate, 

£ and  that  they  shall  pay  no  more  money  when  the  College  shall  call  them  to  be  socius.’ 
This  was  read  a third  time,  and  passed  into  a law  on  19th  December  1716. 

“ The  College  borrowed  money  to  pay  debt,  19th  May  1719,  &c.  and  again  endeavoured  to 
urge  entrants,  4th  August  e.  a.  Borrow  money  again  to  defray  building,  &c.  2d  August 
1720,  and  again  direct  non-licensed  practitioners  to  be  cited,  &c.  7th  February  1721.  Still 
the  fee,  it  seems,  was  too  high  ; wherefore, — 

“ 21st  March  1721.  £ The  College,  having  taken  into  their  consideration  ane  act  of  the 

‘ College,  dated  23d  December  1713,  restricting  the  soume  of  1000  merks  to  the  soume  of 
‘ 500  merks  Scots  money,  to  be  payed  to  the  College  by  every  physician  that  should  apply 
1 to  the  College  to  be  licentiate,  without  subjecting  themselves  to  examinatione,  the  College 
‘ again,  upon  weighty  considerationes,  doe  hereby  furder  restrict  the  said  soume  of  500 
‘ merks  to  the  soume  of  400  merks  Scots  money,  to  be  payed  to  the  College  by  every  such 
£ physician  as  are  or  shall  be  graduate  in  any  of  the  Universities  within  Scotland,  who  shall 
‘ at  any  time  thereafter  apply  to  be  licentiate  by  the  College,  without  subjecting  themselves 
‘ to  be  previously  examined.’  This  passed  into  a law  13th  April  following. 

“ More  money  borrowed  to  pay  debts,  1st  May  1722,  and  balance  due  to  Dr  Lowis,  L.  928, 
Is.  4d.  Scots,  5th  February  1723,  for  which  a bond  was  then  granted. 

“ Dr  Oswald  and  other  physicians  ordered  to  be  prosecuted,  if  they  do  not  enter  the  Col- 
lege, 6th  August  1723. 

“ Several  entrants  were  consequent  on  this  measure,  for  whom  see  list.  But,  not  yet  satis- 
fied with  their  repeated  changes,  and  frequent  deliberations  on  the  subject,  we  have  a new 
enactment  on 

“ 3d  May  1726,  when  £ the  College  taking  into  consideration  that  it  may  be  for  their  ad- 
£ vantage  to  have  the  dues  of  licentiates  and  socii,  whether  residing  in  town  or  country, 

£ otherwise  regulated  than  they  are  at  present,  do  therefore  statute  and  ordain,  that  in  all 
£ time  coming  such  physicians  who  reside  in  Edinburgh,  and  liberties  thereof,  shall  pay  to 
£ the  Treasurer  of  the  College  100  merks  Scots,  before  they  give  in  their  bill  to  the  College, 

£ or  are  admitted  to  trial,  250  merks  more  when  they  are  made  Licentiates,  and  L.  5 Sterling 
£ when  admitted  Fellows;  which  L.5  shall  be  solely  employed  for  buying  books  to  the 
£ library;  and  such  who  live  in  the  country,  and  are  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Col- 
£ lege,  shall  also  pay  100  merks  to  the  Treasurer  before  they  give  in  their  bill,  or  are  ad- 
‘ mitted  to  trial ; 100  merks  more  when  made  licentiates  and  socii,  and  shall  likewise  give 
£ bond  for  200  merks  more,  to  be  paid  when  they  shall  come  and  reside  and  practise  three 
£ months  in  the  town,  with  40s.  Sterling  over  and  above,  which  shall  be  entirely  applied  to 
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e the  use  of  the  library ; and  that  both  those  in  town  and  country,  when  admitted  Socii, 
‘ shall  give  in  20  shillings  Sterling  to  the  poor  of  the  dispensary.  The  ordinary  dues  to  the 
‘ Clerk  and  Officer  are  to  be  paid  as  formerly.’ 

“ Considering  the  destination  of  some  of  the  money,  this  act  virtually  diminished  the  rate 
of  entry  to  both,  and  seems  an  acknowledgment  that  the  former  was  too  high.  The  sum 
laid  out  on  Books  between  1726  and  1740  amounted  to  L.33  : 6 : 6 sterling,  nearly  L.2 : 8 : 4 
per  annum. 

“ The  College  borrow  L.50  to  pay  debt  7th  May  1728,  and  L.  100  for  the  same  purpose 
4th  May  1731,  and  more  on  the  Cold  Bath,  2d  November  e.  a .,  and  Dr  Pringle  lends  L.50, 
1st  February  1732.  But  whereas,  on  7th  May  1734,  there  was  a balance  owing  to  the 
Treasurer  of  Jive  pounds,  sixteen  s/iills,  seven  pence,  and  two  sixths  of  a penny  sters,  he  re- 
ports, on  1st  November  1737,  having  in  bis  hands  L.  50,  which  sum  is  directed  to  be  used 
in  paying’  off  debts  due  by  the  College.  Again,  as  the  Treasurer  had  no  funds  to  pay  trades- 
men, there  was  given  an  order  to  borrow  1000  merles  forlike  purpose,  7 th  May  1745  ; reported 
done  6th  August.  On  the  other  hand,  the  College  made  donations  to  Royal  Infirmary, 
Charity-work  House,  &c. 

“ The  act  regarding  fees,  restricted  as  above,  continued  in  force,  probably  with  advantage, 
and  seemingly  without  objection,  till  1753,  when  the  College,  for  very  particular  reasons, 
contemplated  departing  from  it  to  an  unprecedented  degree.  But,  before  doing  so,  or  ta- 
king certain  important  measures  of  a different  kind,  though  connected  with  it,  they  very 
prudently  consulted  Mr  Robert  Craigie,  an  eminent  lawyer  of  the  day.  The  memorial  and 
queries  addressed  to  that  gentleman,  together  with  his  replies,  occupy  a large  space  in  the 
minutes,  only  a part  of  which  requires  to  be  adduced  here.  It  is  of  singular  interest.  A 
Committee  appointed  on  7th  August  to  consider  how  far  it  may  be  advisable  to  augment 
the  fees  to  be  paid  to  the  College  by  any  future  licentiates,  reported  inter  alia,  on  6th  No- 
vember, ‘ Considering,  that  of  late  many  gentlemen  keeping  apothecaries’  shops,  and  prac- 
‘ tising  pharmacy,  have  presented  to  the  College  diplomas  in  physic,  purchased  or  obtained 
‘ from  some  of  the  universities  of  this  part  of  the  kingdom,  and  have  thereupon  claimed 

* from  the  College  a licence  to  practise  medicine  within  this  city,  in  the  character  of  physi- 
‘ cians,  without  undergoing  any  trial  or  examination,  &c.  That  it  has  often  been  surmised, 

‘ and  is  supposed,  that  the  smallness  of  the  fine  payable  to  the  College  by  those  who  obtain 
‘ a licence  to  practise  has  been,  and  may  still  be,  ane  inducement  with  several  to  undertake 
‘ both  physic  and  pharmacy,  and  to  act  in  this  double  capacity,  whilst  they  can,  for  a small 
‘ sum,  dignify  the  title  of  Apothecary  by  uniting  it  with  that  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  : There- 
‘ fore  the  several  members  of  the  Committee,  with  the  advice  and  concurrence  of  the  other 

* Fellows  of  the  College,  are  jointly  of  opinion  that  it  would  tend  very  much  to  the  honour 
‘ as  well  as  to  the  interest  of  the  College,  and  the  good  of  the  lieges,  to  discourage  this 
‘ practice  of  uniting  the  Apothecary  with  the  Physician  in  the  same  person,  and  that  so  good 
‘ a purpose,  in  some  measure,  may  be  obtained  by  augmenting  the  fine  payable  to  the  Col- 
‘ lege  by  licentiates  at  their  admission,  or  afterwards,  in  the  manner  following,  viz.  That 
‘ every  doctor  of  physic,  residing  or  practising  within  this  city,  and  liberty  thereof,  who 
‘ does  not  keep  an  apothecary’s  shop,  nor  is  in  any  way  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  phar- 
‘ macy,  at  the  time  of  his  application  to  the  College,  shall,  along  with  his  petition  for  being 
‘ admitted  a licentiate,  give  in  to  the  College  his  bond  for  1500  merks  Scots,  whereof  500 
‘ merks  to  be  paid  to  the  Treasurer  pro  tempore,  immediately  after  he  has  received  his 
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‘ licence  to  practise  physic.  But  the  remaining  1000  merks  shall  he  payable  only  at  the  Appendix  (B.) 
4 first  legal  term  after  he  shall  set  up  ane  Apothecary’s  shop,  prepare  or  dispense  medicines, 

‘ or  enter  into  copartnery  with  any  person  or  persons  for  carrying  on  the  business  of  Fhar- 
i macy.  But  if  the  Doctor  so  petitioning  shall,  at  the  time  he  applies  for  his  licence,  be  pos- 
4 sessit  of  ane  Apothecary’s  shop,  or  he  anywise  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  Pharmacy,  in  this 
4 case  the  whole  sum  of  1500  merks  shall  he  payable  instantly  upon  receiving  his  licence 
‘ from  the  College  to  practise  medicine.’ 

44  The  College,  as  might  be  expected  from  what  is  mentioned,  unanimously  approved  of  * 

this  part  of  the  Report — as  indeed  they  did  of  the  whole — and  forthwith  remitted  to  the 
Committee  to  prepare  the  draught  of  an  act  to  the  effect  recommended.  4 But,  as  the  mak- 
4 ing  such  ane  act  was  rather  a matter  of  law  than  of  physic]  the  Minute  very  sagaciously  ob- 
serves : 4 It  was  moved,  that  the  advice  of  an  eminent  lawyer  should  he  taken  in  this  affair, 

4 before  the  College  came  to  any  final  resolution  upon  it,  and  passing  it  into  a law ; and 
4 particularly,  if  the  College  have  sufficient  power  by  their  charter  to  make  the  act  pro- 
4 posed.’  This  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  charter,  with  other  documents,  was  direct- 
ed to  be  laid  before  Mr  Craigie,  with  a view  to  his  opinion  and  advice.  The  memorial 
drawn  up  on  this  occasion  is  very  valuable  as  a historical  statement,  and  in  elucidation  of  the 
charter,  &c.  It  sets  forth,  also,  the  views  and  object  of  the  College  at  the  time.  But,  omit- 
ting some  of  the  topics  treated  in  it,  we  come  to  the  query  touching  the  proposed  augmenta- 
tion of  the  fine.  4 Has  the  College  sufficient  power  and  authority,  by  their  charter,  to  make 
4 the  law  proposed  for  augmenting  the  fees  to  he  paid  by  Licentiates  and  Fellows,  so  consi- 
4 derably  beyond  what  the  fees  are  at  present ; and  can  the  College  refuse  to  license  any 
4 Physician  unless  he  comply  with  the  terms  of  this  new  intended  law  ?’ 

44  For  the  sake  of  the  intimate  relation  between  them,  according  to  the  politics  of  the 
College  at  this  period,  we  join  the  two  following  queries.  4 If  any  Physician  who  has  a di- 
4 ploma  from  any  of  the  Universities  in  Scotland,  apply  for  a licence  to  practise  in  Edin- 
4 burgh,  without  any  previous  trial  or  examination,  and  who  is  already  known  to  keep  ane 
4 Apothecary’s  shop  at  the  time — Can  the  College,  in  this  case,  notwithstanding  of  the  said 
4 diploma,  refuse  to  license  him,  because  his  dispensing  of  medicines  is  derogatory  to  the 
4 profession  of  physic  and  good  of  the  public,  and  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the  lieges  ?’ 

44  4 As  the  College,  by  their  charter,  are  obliged  to  license  any  person  graduate  in  any  of 
4 the  Universities  in  Scotland,  without  any  trial  or  examination,  hut  merely  upon  produc- 
4 tion  of  his  diploma  to  the  President  of  the  College, — Can  such  Physician,  in  this  case, 

4 claim  to  he  licensed  without  payment  of  any  fees  to  the  College, — and  will  not  he,  not- 
4 withstanding  said  diploma,  he  still  subject  to  the  rules  of  the  College,  and  be  obliged  to 
4 pay  for  his  licence  the  sums  appointed  to  he  paid  by  the  statute,  which  has  been  the  con- 
4 stant  practice  since  the  erection  of  the  College?’ 

44  Mr  Craigie  replies  : 

44  4 I must  observe,  in  the  first  place,  in  the  general,  that  though  it’s  clearly  provided  in 
4 the  Charter  of  Erection,  that  no  physician  residing  in  Edinburgh  shall  practise  physic 
4 within  the  city  and  its  liberties,  unless  he  be  admitted  into  the  Corporation  a Fellow,  or 
4 without  a licence  from  the  Corporation,  yet,  by  no  clause  in  the  charter,  is  the  Corpora- 
4 tion  authorized,  at  least  by  express  words,  to  exact  a sum  or  sums  of  money  for  such  ad- 
4 mission  or  licence. 
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44  4 But,  2 dly,  I am  humbly  of  opinion,  that  tne  practice  of  all  other  Corporations  that  1 
‘ know,  anil  particularly  the  uniform  practice  of  this  Corporation,  does  authorize  the  College 
4 of  Physicians  to  exact  a sum  of  money  from  Fellows  at  or  before  their  admission,  and 
4 from  Physicians  claiming  a licence  to  practise  within  their  bounds  ; and  I am  of  opinion, 

‘ that,  though  by  their  charter  they  are  bound  to  grant  licences,  without  any  trial,  to  Doc- 
4 tors  of  Physic,  graduate  in  any  of  the  four  Universities  in  Scotland,  upon  production  of 
4 their  diplomas,  yet  that  does  not  import  that  they  are  either  bound  to  admit  such  graduate 
4 Doctor  without  paying  the  usual  sum,  or  where  they  have  just  objections  to  his  character. 

44  4 3 tio,  I am  humbly  of  opinion,  that  the  College  have  a discretionary  power  of  raising 
4 or  diminishing  the  sums  payable  for  licence  ; but,  at  the  same  time,  this  power  is  not  ar- 
4 bitrary,  and,  therefore,  if  they  should  exceed  due  bounds,  there  lies  a remedy,  as  in  all 
4 other  cases  of  the  like  nature,  by  application  to  the  Court  of  Session. 

44  4 4 to,  I am  humbly  of  opinion,  that  the  College  hath  power  to  make  rules  and  statutes 
4 for  promoting  and  advancing  of  the  knowledge  of  medicine,  and  regulating  the  practice 
4 thereof,  and  for  the  good  government,  order,  ruling,  and  correction  of  the  said  College 
4 and  community,  and  of  all  men  practising  or  exercising  the  Faculty  of  Physic  within  the 
4 city  of  Edinburgh  and  its  liberties  ; and  in  consequence  of  what  has  been  said,  it’s  humbly 
4 thought, 

44  4 5 to,  That  if  the  College  of  Physicians  are  of  opinion  that  it  maybe  prejudicial  to  the 
4 advancement  of  the  knowledge  of  medicine,  and  hurtful  to  the  practice  thereof,  within  the 
4 city,  &c.  that  one  of  their  Fellows,  or  one  licensed  by  the  College  to  practise  within  their 
4 bounds,  should,  at  the  same  time,  practise  pharmacy,  or  set  up  an  apothecary’s  shop,  that 
4 the  College  may  make  a regulation,  that  such  apothecary  shall  not  from  thenceforward 
4 practise  physic,  and  that  no  apothecary  shall,  in  time  coming,  be  licensed  by  the  College 
4 until  he  give  up  that  business.  I have  not  sufficient  knowledge  to  be  able  to  form  any 
4 judgment  with  respect  to  the  justice  of  such  regulation.  I must  submit  that  to  the  Col- 
4 lege.  One  thing  is  obvious,  that  the  physician  who  prescribes,  and  at  the  same  time  fur- 
4 nishes  the  medicines,  may  be  under  some  temptation  to  prescribe  not  the  most  proper  me- 
4 dicines,  but  such  as  will  afford  him  the  greatest  profit. 

44  4 And  if  this  regulation  shall  be  judged  proper,  and  shall  be  made  accordingly,  I am 
4 humbly  of  opinion,  that  the  College,  in  executing  the  same,  ought  to  call  before  them  such 
4 physician,  and  notify  the  regulation;  and  if  he  persist  in  his  practising  as  an  apothecary 
4 (and  over  this  practice  the  College  hath  a power),  they  are  to  deprive  him  of  his  licence, 
4 and  then  they  will  proceed  against  him,  if  he  continue  to  practise  physic,  according  to  the 
4 rules  laid  down  in  the  charter. 

44  4 But,  6 to,  if  the  above  regulations  shall  be  thought  to  be  merely  arbitrary,  and  neither 
4 to  tend  to  the  advancement  of  the  knowledge  of  medicine,  nor  to  the  benefit  of  the  lieges, 
4 upon  that  supposition,  I am  humbly  of  opinion,  that  the  College  hath  no  power  to  demand 
4 a greater  sum  from  the  doctor  apothecary  than  from  the  simple  doctor ; because  this  would 
4 be  an  arbitrary  exaction,  and  would  be  thought  as  unjust  as  to  distinguish  between  their 
4 complexions,  or  between  the  Universities  whence  they  have  taken  their  degrees ; and  upon 
4 complaint,  such  regulation  would  probably  be  reversed  by  the  Court  of  Session.’ 

44  Equivocal  or  vague  on  some  points  as  this  deliverance  was,  it  produced  a decided  effect. 
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“ ‘ The  College  having  considered  Mr  Craigie’s  opinion,  and  reasoned  fully  thereupon, 
‘ did  unanimously  agree  not  to  follow  out  their  former  resolution  of  augmenting  the  fines  of 
‘ entrants  to  1500  merks  Scots,  but  rather  to  pursue  the  plan  laid  down  by  Mr  Ckaigie,  in 
‘ the  fifth  article  of  his  opinion,  which  the  College  think  will  by  far  better  answer  the  de- 
‘ sign  they  had  in  view  ; and  therefore  the  College  remit  to  the  following  Committee,  viz. 
‘ the  President,  Dr  Lowis,  Dr  Porterfield,  Dr  Kinneir,  Dr  St  Clair,  Dr  Alston,  and 
‘ Dr  Plummer  (any  three,  with  the  Preses,  to  he  a quorum),  to  prepare  and  bring  in  the 
‘ draught  of  ane  act  to  he  made  by  the  College,  agreeable  to  Mr  Craigie's  opinion,  for  the 
* preventing,  for  the  future,  the  practice  of  keeping  and  setting  up  apothecary's  shops  by 
‘ any  Fellow  or  Licentiate  of  the  College,  and  thereby  conjoining  the  practice  of  medicine 
‘ and  pharmacy  in  one  and  the  same  person ; and  also  to  consider  how  far  the  fines  to  be 
‘ paid  by  entrants  for  the  future  maybe  augmented, and  to  prepare  and  bring  in  the  draught 
‘ of  ane  act  to  be  made  for  that  purpose,  and  when  such  acts  are  prepared,  to  call  a meeting 
‘ of  the  College*  when  the  Preses  shall  think  proper  to  lay  the  same  before  them.’ 

“ Our  concern  at  present  is  with  the  latter.  The  draft  of  the  act  regarding  it  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  unanimously  approved  on  the  11th  April  1754. 

“ ‘ The  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edinburgh,  considering  that  the  fees  presently 
‘ payable  to  the  College  by  Fellows  and  Licentiates  at  their  admission  are  too  small,  and 
‘ that  it’s  necessary  the  same  he  augmented  for  the  future,  do  therefore  statute  and  ordain, 

‘ that  from  and  after  the  11th  day  of  April  1754  years,  all  and  every  physician  who  shall 
‘ apply  to  the  said  College  for  a licence  to  practise  medicine  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh 
‘ and  its  liberties,  shall  pay  in  to  the  Treasurer,  for  behoof  of  the  College,  before  they  give 
‘ in  their  bill,  or  are  admitted  to  trial,  the  sum  of  L.  30  Sterling,  whereof  L.  5 Sterling  shall 
‘ be  applied  for  buying  books  to  the  College  Library,  and  shall  pay  to  the  Royal  Infirmary 
‘ 20s.  Sterling,  which  was  formerly  in  use  to  be  paid  to  the  Dispensary  for  behoof  of  the 
‘ poor ; and  shall  further  pay  to  the  Clerk  one  guinea  for  writing  their  bill  and  licence  ; 

‘ and,  when  admitted  Socius,  to  pay  him  another  guinea,  and  to  pay  the  Officer’s  dues  as  for- 
‘ merly.  But  it  is  hereby  declared,  that  from  and  after  the  11th  day  of  April  1754  years, 

1 there  is  nothing  further  to  be  paid  by  any  Licentiate  when  he  is  admitted  a Fellow  of  the 
‘ College.’ 

“ Simultaneous  with  this  enactment,  it  will  be  understood,  was  another  measure,  suggest- 
ed by  Mr  Craigie,  regarding  the  mode  of  effectually  disjoining  the  practices  of  Medicine 
and  Pharmacy.  Acting  on  the  latter,  the  College  had  a contest  with  Dr  Martin  Eccles,  a 
graduate  of  St  Andrew’s,  who,  though  professing  great  respect  for  the  College,  and  being 
very  willing  to  enter  into  their  Body,  objected  to  the  condition  therein  imposed.  In  the 
course  of  proceeding  against  him,  the  College  took  the  advice  of  three  eminent  lawyers,  the 
then  Lord  Advocate,  Mr  Alexander  Lockhart,  and  Mr  Andrew  Pringle,  who  recom- 
mended perseverance  in  the  endeavour  ‘ to  put  their  just  and  most  reasonable  laws  most  ef- 
‘ fectually  in  execution.’  Dr  Eccles,  it  is  enough  for  our  purpose  to  mention,  was  defeat- 
ed, and  eventually  joined  the  College  as  a Licentiate  in  1771,  and  as  a Fellow  in  1772. 
This  was  not  the  only  case  in  which  prosecution  was  threatened;  but,  very  probably,  the  de- 
cision in  it  px-evented  other  individuals  from  resistance  to  the  same  extent.  In  alliance  with 
their  determination  thence  arising,  the  College  proposed  an  act,  “ That  none  of  the  Fellows 
‘ or  Licentiates  shall  consult  or  advise  with  any  person  as  a physician  within  the  city  of 
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4 Edinburgh,  or  its  liberties,  that  has  not,  at  the  time  of  such  consultation,  been  licensed  by 
4 the  College  to  practise  medicine.’  This  was  read  a first  time  on  24th  July  1755,  a second 
time  on  the  31st,  and  a third  on  5th  August,  when,  however,  the  College  postponed  the 
farther  consideration  of  it  till  the  quarterly  meeting  in  November,  at  which,  however,  it  was 
not  resumed.  From  this  fact,  and  the  whole  circumstances  connected  with  Dr  Eccles’s  case, 
it  may  be  presumed  the  College  were  not  a little  perplexed  as  to  the  course  on  which  they 
had  ventured.  Various  minutes  imply  farther,  that  the  plan  of  privately  conversing  with  • 
unlicensed  practitioners,  in  order  to  induce  their  accession,  was  preferable.  We  find,  be-' 
sides,  on  2d  August  1757,  the  appointment  of  a Committee  (Dr  Cullen  one  of  the  members), 

4 to  examine  into  the  power  and  privileges  of  the  College,  from  which  to  prepare  a method 
‘ of  procedure  to  be  observed  in  the  cases  of  such  persons  as  take  upon  them  to  practise 
‘ medicine  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh  and  its  liberties,  without  authority  and  licence  from 
‘ the  College,’ — a very  unequivocal  admission,  it  is  imagined,  that  the  right  method  was 
not  understood.  Another  mortifying  truth  has  to  be  told.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
zeal  with  which  the  Committee  commenced  their  labours,  the  task  of  discovery  was  not  per- 
formed. Some  years  passed  without  the  Committee  giving  in  a Report.  Meanwhile,  a 
change  respecting  fees — the  old  device  in  extremities — was  had  recourse  to.  First,  however, 
namely  on  7th  November  1758,  it  was  agreed  that  the  previously  stipulated  sum  of  L.  30 
should  be  paid  for  a licence,  whether  the  applicant  resided  in  Edinburgh  or  not.  This,  very 
possibly,  was  fair  enough  to  all  parties,  on  the  supposition  that  a real  advantage  was  confer- 
red,— more  especially  when  it  is  considered  that  the  non-residents  were  not  chargeable  with 
fines  for  absence  at  meetings,  and  certain  incidental  expenses.  Rut,  then,  it  did  not  ade- 
quately provide  such  an  income  as  was  desirable.  On  the  5tli  August  1760,  accordingly, 

4 a motion  was  made  by  the  Treasurer,  that  the  dues  payable  by  each  entrant  to  the  Col- 
4 lege,  which  now  is  L. 30  Sterling,  should,  in  time  coming,  be  augmented  to  L.50  Sterling; 

‘ besides  what  is  payable  to  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  to  the  Clerk  and  Officer.’  4 But  as 
4 this,’  continues  the  Minute  very  correctly,  ‘ is  a matter  of  importance,  the  College  delay 
4 the  further  consideration  of  said  motion  till  next  quarterly  meeting.’  At  that  meeting  it 
was  remitted,  in  the  same  deliberate  spirit,  to  a Committee  specially  named,  who  were  di- 
rected to  report  to  the  next  quarterly  meeting.  They  did  so  (3d  February  1761),  when, 

4 being  reasoned  upon  by  the  College,  they  think  it  highly  proper  that  ane  affair  of  such 
4 importance  should  be  recommitted  to  the  former  Committee  to  be  further  considered,  and 
4 added  Dr  Cullen  to  said  Committee,  and  appoint  them  to  meet  in  John’s  Coffee  House 
4 upon  Monday  the  23d  current,  half  ane  hour  after  three  afternoon,  and  to  prepare  their 
4 Report  against  next  quarterly  meeting.’  That  Report  was  a distinct  approval  of  the  pro- 
posed Act,  which  received  a first,  second,  and  third  reading,  and  became  law  4th  August 
1761.  The  precise  terms  are  of  no  consequence.  Towards  the  close  it  is  declared,  4 that 
4 there  is  nothing  farther  to  be  payed  by  any  Licentiate,  when  he  is  admitted  a Fellow  of 
4 the  College.’ 

44  Shortly  after  this,  and  in  prosecution  of  their  great — we  may  say — greater  design,  to 
separate  the  practices  of  medicine  and  pharmacy,  the  conjunction  of  which  had  given  offence 
to  the  pure  or  simple  Doctors,  the  College  concurred  in  an  extraordinary  measure — an  ad- 
vertisement published  in  the  newspapers  of  the  day,  to  the  effect  4 of  certifying  all  whom  it 
4 might  concern,’ — to-wit,  all  the  inhabitants  within  the  bounds  of  the  city — that  the  College 
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were  resolved  ‘ to  prosecute,  as  their  patent  authorizes  and  directs  them  to  do,  all  who, 

‘ without  their  licence,  shall  from  and  after  the  term  of  Candlemas  next  to  come,  assume  the 
‘ title  of  Doctor  of  Physic,  and  prescribe  for  the  internal  diseases  of  the  inhabitants  of  Edin- 
‘ burgh,  or  of  its  liberties;  and  that  they  have  unanimously  determined  not  to  consult 
‘ with,  or  otherwise  consider  such  unlicensed  practitioners  as  Physicians.’  ‘ And,  that  it 
‘ may  be  known,’  the  document  proceeds  with  suitable  anxiety  to  impart  information  to 
those  whom  it  also  concerned,  ‘ who  are  at  present  Fellows  of  their  College,  or  licensed  by 
‘ them  to  practise  physic,  a list  of  both  is  hereunto  annexed  — viz.  28  Fellows  (resident  and 
non-resident)  and  6 Licentiates — all  named  in  full.  This  formal  announcement  was  agreed 
to  unanimously  at  a meeting,  3d  November  1761 — the  number  of  members  present  being 
15;  and  we  learn  from  the  Clerk’s  Report,  2d  February  1762,  that  it  was  £ published  in  both 
‘ newspapers.’ 

“ The  College,  it  may  be  worth  mentioning,  though  irrelevantly,  had  some  thoughts,  and 
evidently  an  intention,  of  going  farther  than  their  own  limits  in  the  attempt  to  disjoin  Me- 
dicine and  Pharmacy;  but,  as  is  expressed  in  Minute  1st  May  1764,  contented  themselves 
with  an  avowal  of  their  opinion,  qualified  in  favour  of  practitioners  abroad,  more  especially 
in  the  plantations.  About  the  same  time  came  into  discussion  the  kindred  project  for  sepa- 
rating the  practice  of  Physic  from  that  of  Surgery  £ in  general,  and  Midwifery  in  particular,' 
with  which  we  do  not  now  concern  ourselves  farther  than  to  say,  it  brought  on  a long  contest 
in  the  College.  The  sentiments  and  resolutions  of  the  College  on  this  subject,  likewise,  were 
ordered  to  be  inserted  in  the  Edinburgh  newspapers,  7tli  May  1765. 

££  On  the  4th  May  1773,  ‘ the  Vice-President  moved  that  the  dues  payable  at  admission  of 
‘ Licentiates  into  the  College  should  be  augmented  from  L.50  to  L.100  Sterling;  the  consi- 
£ deration  of  which  motion  is  delayed  until  next  quarterly  meeting.’  But,  it  was  not  then 
brought  forward,  and  nothing  was  done  till  1st  February  1780,  when  a proposal  to  raise  the 
fee  from  LAO  to  L.80  was  deferred.  It  was  approved  on  2d  May,  same  year,  but  not  finally 
resolved  on  till  1st  August  following.  Probably  it  was  not  acted  on. 

££  The  enactments  with  respect  to  fees  at  subsequent  periods  need  not  detain  us  long.  It 
appears  by  the  copy  of  the  Charter  and  Regulations  printed  in  1789,  that  those  for  a licence 
paid  by  a Non-residing  Member, — the  general  title  then  in  use  to  comprehend  both  Licentiates 
and  Fellows, — were, 


To  the  College, 

- 

L.50 

0 

0 

Clerk, 

- 

2 

2 

0 

Infirmary, 

- 

1 

0 

0 

Library, 

. 

1 

0 

0 

Porter, 

- 

0 

5 

0 

L.  54 

7 

0 

By  a Residing  Member, — 

To  the  College, 

- 

L.  80 

0 

0 

Clerk,  &c.  as  above, 

- 

4 

7 

0 

L.  84 

7 

0 

To  which  must  be  added,  in 

the  case  of  a Fellow, 

the  expense  of  a supper, 

stipulated  not  to  ex. 

ceed,  on  his  account, 

- 

5 

5 

0 

L.  89 

12 

0 
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“ On  6tlx  August  1793,  the  fee  on  Licentiates  was  raised  to  L.  100,  on  a motion  by  Dr 
Duncan. 

“ By  the  Copy,  &c.  printed  in  1805,  the  Fees  appear  as  follows  : — 

For  a Licence  to  a Non-residing  Member,  L.  55  0 0 

Paid  by  a Residing  Member,  - 100  0 0 

“ Both  exclusive  of  any  tax  payable  to  Government,  two  guineas  to  the  Clerk  on  obtaining 
the  licence,  and  L.  1 to  the  Infirmary. 

“ According  to  the  edition  of  the  Laws  printed  in  1829,  the  Fees  were, — 

By  a Resident  Licentiate,  L.  100  0 0 

Non-resident  ditto.  - 55  0 0 

exclusive  of  taxes,  &c. 

“ In  the  whole  of  these  arrangements,  it  may  be  observed,  tbe  full  sum  was  levied  on  the 
Licentiates — no  additional  charge  being  made  on  admission  or  election  as  Fellows — with  the 
exception  of  what  was  required  in  the  form  of  stamp-duty,  in  which  the  College  had,  of 
course,  no  profit.  But  by  a recent  regulation,  it  will  be  remembered,  the  College  distinguished 
between  tbe  two  cases  of  Licentiate  and  Fellow;  and,  as  the  law  now  stands,  the  foimer 
pays  only  one-half,  which  goes  to  account  of  the  entire  sum  exigible  on  the  latter,  whether 
previously  a Licentiate  or  at  once  admitted  a Fellow. 

“ Thus  far,  then,  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  College  from  the  earliest  to  the  last  regulation. 
The  Committee,  after  mature  deliberation,  are  impressed  with  the  conviction,  that  the  existing 
enactment,  in  regard  to  the  amount  and  the  distribution  of  the  Fees,  merits  farther  trial  than 
has  yet  been  made  ; and  that,  in  the  absence  both  of  sufficient  experience  as  to  its  operation, 
and  of  circumstances  claiming  revision,  any  deviation  from  or  alteration  of  it  would  be  in- 
expedient, if  not  very  prejudicial.” 

Had  the  entire  history  of  the  Finances  of  the  College  been  required  of  them,  the  Com- 
mittee must  have  depicted  a contrast  to  the  records  of  a former  age,  and  hazarded  no  small 
eulogium  on  one  individual,  to  whose  prudence  and  other  virtues  the  difference  must  be 
mainly  ascribed.  When  Dr  Spens,  as  President,  suggested  on  1st  May  1804  the  propriety 
of  diminishing  certain  expenses,  he  laid  a foundation  on  which  he  was  peculiarly  fitted  to  build 
in  the  character  of  Treasurer.  No  wonder,  then,  he  could  report,  7th  February  1815,  the 
state  of  the  funds  as  “ more  flourishing  than  they  had  been  for  a long  time  before  that,  on 
5th  August  1817,  he  had  a very  neat  round  sum  to  invest  on  heritable  security  ; that,  at  later 
periods,  he  had  similar  intelligence  to  communicate ; and  that,  in  fine,  his  long  administration 
of  the  same  office  has  truly  realized  a power  granted  by  the  charter,  namely, — commune 
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‘ Beneficent  deeds,'  Sfc.  p.  27 . 

Projected  by  private  individuals,  totally  unendowed,  never  aided  by  the  Crown  or  the 
Legislature,  dependent  for  income  on  most  precarious  sources,  and  always,  till  within  a few 
years,  contending  with  difficulties,  the  College  has  throughout  its  career  manifested  a con- 
duct that  would  do  honour  to  a rich  community.  It  has  literally  ‘ abounded  in  good  works,’ 
not  merely  to  the  amount  of  its  power,  hut  correctly  speaking  beyond, — unscrupulously, 
when  almost  any  public  interest  required  a sacrifice,  both  dispensing  its  present  funds  and 
trenching  on  the  future.  Shunning  the  ordinary  vice  of  corporations,  it  appears  to  have  ex- 
isted purely  for  the  welfare  of  society ; and,  aside  from  outward  duties,  had  only  one  object 
of  anxiety — the  improvement  of  its  Library.  Even  this — if  the  truth  must  be  told — has 
given  way  to  a generosity,  which  worldly  wisdom  at  least  will  pronounce  excessive.  Some 
examples  may  be  adduced,  not  for  the  sake  of  applause,  but  as  matters  of  history.  We 
pass  over  numerous  donations  to  private  persons,  of  which  it  would  be  indelicate  to  speak,  far- 
ther than  that  they  \v  ere  often  made  when  money  had  to  be  borrowed  for  necessary  purposes. 

Minute,  7th  February  1738,  contains  a recommendation  to  the  Members,  ‘ upon  pro- 
‘ per  occasions  to  be  encouraging  the  design  of  the  Orphan  Hospital,’ — of  which  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  College  is  ex  officio  a Governor. 

3 d February  1747.  A collection  was  agreed  to  in  aid  of  the  Charity  Workhouse,  ac- 
cording to  the  charter  of  which  two  Fellows  of  the  College  were,  and  still  are,  to  be  chosen 
as  Managers. 

1 st  February  1774.  A petition  from  the  Managers  for  building  an  Episcopal  Chapel  in 
the  Cowgate,  on  the  site  formerly  occupied  by  the  College,  and  recently  sold  to  Sir  William 
Forbes,  &c.  was  presented,  but  not  decided  on  till  3d  May,  when  L.  50  were  unanimously 
agreed  to  be  given  in  aid  of  the  design. 

6 th  March  1775.  A project  for  erecting  a new  Grammar  School  (the  High  School,  now 
part  of  the  Royal  Infirmary)  was  heartily  approved,  but  no  amount  of  subscription  decided 
till  20th  March,  when  Fifty  Guineas  were  granted ; though,  at  the  time,  extraordinary  efforts 
had  to  be  made  in  order  to  meet  the  expense  of  building  the  present  Physicians’  Hall  in 
George’s  Street,  which  entailed  a heavy  burden  on  the  funds  for  many  years.  With  a view 
to  relief,  no  doubt,  a motion  was  made  by  Dr  Grant,  3d  August  1784,  ‘ That  application 
‘ should  be  made  in  name  of  the  College  for  a share  of  the  assistance  proposed  by  Govern- 
‘ ment  to  be  given  to  beneficial  public  works  in  Scotland  out  of  the  residuary  fund  from  the 
‘ provision  in  the  late  Act  of  Parliament  respecting  the  restoration  of  the  Scotch  Estates 
‘ forfeited  in  1745.’  The  College,  being  of  opinion  there  were  sufficient  reasons  for  this, 
recommended  the  President  to  wait  on  Sir  Alexander  Dick  (a  Fellow),  whose  zeal  for 
every  thing  that  regarded  their  interest  and  prosperity  had  often  been  experienced,  ‘ and  to 
‘ request  him  to  take  the  trouble  of  suggesting  in  a prudent  manner  to  Mr  Dundas,  Trea- 
‘ surer  of  the  Navy,  the  present  state  of  the  funds  of  the  College,  and  the  advantages  both 
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‘ private  and  public  that  may  attend  a grant  of  the  assistance  desired.’  On  2d  November 
following,  accordingly,  the  President  reported  bis  polite  reception  by  Sir  Alexander  Dick, 
who  instantly  wrote  to  Mr  Dundas.  But,  from  the  silence  of  the  minutes,  it  would  seem 
no  benefit  was  the  result. 

3d  November  1789.  4 The  meeting  having  taken  under  their  consideration  the  subscrip- 
4 tion  proposed  to  be  set  on  foot  for  building  a new  College  (University)  in  this  city,  are 
‘ unanimously  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  proper  for  them  to  contribute  both  in  a corporate 
4 capacity  and  as  individuals  to  this  very  desirable  work,  and  resolve  that  they  will  again 
‘ consider  of  this  matter,  and  fix  the  sum  to  be  contributed  from  the  common  fund  at  next 
‘ quarterly  meeting;’ — in  place  of  which,  however,  at  an  extraordinary  meeting  called  for  the 
sole  purpose,  namely  13th  November,  the  President  (Dr  Joseph  Black)  proposed  that  they 
should  subscribe  L.  150,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  authorized  to  be  advanced  by  the  Trea- 
surer. Not  to  enumerate  all  the  contributions,  as  to  the  proposed  plan  for  instructing  the 
Indigent  Blind,  the  Lunatic  Asylum,  the  Trustees  of  Weir’s  Museum,  the  relief  of  the 
Poor  at  a time  of  scarcity  (1796),  & c.,  we  might  come  in  1798  (Minute,  15th  February)  to 
a subscription  of  L.  200  4 towards  the  defence  of  the  country  in  the  present  exigency  of  pub- 
‘ lie  affairs,’  as  an  act  fully  more  patriotic  than  prudent  in  existing  circumstances ; and  pos- 
sibly not  a little  regretted  afterwards,  when  the  property  and  income  taxes  pressed  heavily 
on  the  common  fund. 

But,  quitting  in  silence  numerous  other  instances,  fully  sufficient  to  sustain  its  reputa- 
tion for  liberality,  the  College  has  a peculiar  claim  on  public  estimation  for  services  in  behalf 
of  an  Institution,  the  history  of  which,  far  less  widely  known  than  the  benefits  it  confers,  is 
an  irreversible  proof  that  the  Royal  declaration  in  the  charter  granted  to  the  Physicians  of 
Edinburgh  was  not  a dead  letter:—4  Quandoquidem  nos,  ex  innata  nostra  bonitate,’  &c. 

< Forasmuch  as  we,  out  of  our  innate  goodness,  & c.  being  most  willing  and  careful  to  secure 

< an(J  provide  for  not  only  the  rights,  &c.  of  all  our  subjects,  but  also  for  that  which  is  most 
4 precious  and  important,  their  life  and  health,  which  is  the  foundation,  &c.  of  all  other  ex- 
4 trinsic  interests,  that  the  same  may  be  preserved  by  the  blessing  of  God  upon  the  ordinary 
4 means,  and  the  care  and  faithful  endeavours  of  honest,  faithful,  and  appro ven  physicians, 

4 for  preventing  and  curing  diseases  incident  to  human  frailty,  which  are  so  many  and  dan- 
‘ gerous,  &c.  &c. ; and  as  we  have  a tender  regard  for  our  ancient  city  of  Edinburgh,  vvhere- 
4 in,  not  only  the  inhabitants,  but  our  whole  lieges,  are  so  much  concerned,  the  same  being 
‘ the  seat  of  our  Supreme  Judicatories,  &c. ; so  that  the  nobility,  and  gentry,  and  our  other 
4 lieges,  are  obliged  to  repair  thereto  from  all  corners  of  the  kingdom,  and  to  stay  in  the 

4 city  at  such  times  and  seasons  as  are  most  liable  and  obnoxious  to  diseases,  we,  upon  the 

4 considerations  foresaid,  resolving  to  erect  at  Edinburgh  a Society  and  College  of  Physi- 
4 cians,  in  the  manner,  and  with  the  powers,  faculties,  and  privileges  underwritten,  do  give 
4 and  grant,  &c.  &c.  and  empower  the  said  President  and  College  and  their  successors,  to 

4 make  rules,  and  acts,  and  statutes,  for  promoting  and  advancing  of  the  knowledge  of 

4 Medicine,  and  regulating  the  practice  thereof,  and  for  the  good  government,  order,  ruling 
4 and  correction  of  the  said  College  and  Community,  and  of  all  men  exercising  the  said  faculty 
4 within  the  city  of  Edinburgh  and  its  suburbs,’  &c.  Let  us  see  in  what  manner,  with  what 
alacrity,  perseverance  and  success,  the  design,  thus  sanctioned  and  proclaimed,  has  been  fol- 
lowed out,  not  auri  sacra  fame,  but  when  and  where  benevolence  was  exclusively  the  prompter, 
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and  gratitude  could  be  the  only  reward.  The  details  are  necessai’ily  long,  but  will  not  he 
thought  wearisome  by  those  who  can  best  judge  of  social  virtue. 

At  their  third  meeting  after  the  Charter,  namely,  on  the  10th  February  1682,  according 
to  a previous  agreement,  the  College  appointed  two  physicians  to  ‘ serve  the  poor  of  the  city 
and  suburbs,’  and  recommended  the  President  and  Censors  to  apprise  the  Lord  Provost  ot 
this  resolution,  in  order  that  an  Apothecary  might  be  nominated  by  the  Town  Council ; and 
also  to  make  it  known  to  the  Ministers  of  the  Kirk-sessions,  who  were  desired  to  give  certi- 
ficates that  the  sick  poor  resided  in  their  bounds.  ‘ This  act  is  without  prejudice  of  the  Col- 
‘ lege  to  serve  their  poor  if  they  think  fit,  and  the  Doctors  nominate  are  authorized  to  de- 
4 pute  any  of  the  College  in  case  of  their  necessary  absence  for  some  space.’  The  arrange- 
ment (with  change  of  the  Physicians)  appears  to  have  gone  on  till  25th  October  1705,  when 
the  College  unanimously  agreed  that  two  of  their  number  should  attend  at  their  place  of  meet- 
ing every  Monday,  Wednesday,  and  Friday,  betwixt  three  and  four  in  the  afternoon,  ‘ for 
■ giving  advice  to  the  sick  poor  gratis,’ — to  secure  regularity  in  which,  fines  were  imposed 
on  absentees  5th  August  1706  ; and  more  particularly  enforced  6th  May  1707,  when  it  was 
ordained  that  they  should  be  applied  in  payment  of  drugs  for  the  poor. 

This  kind  of  service  must  have  received  some  attention  from  the  public,  as,  on  27th  June 
following,  it  is  recorded,  ‘ That  Mary  Erskine,  relict  of  James  Hair,  druggist,  burgess  of 
‘ Edinburgh,  had,  from  a pious  and  charitable  disposition,  delivered  and  mortified  to  the  Royal 
4 College  the  sum  of  1250  merks  Scots  money,  which  is  to  be  laid  out  upon  security,  and  the 
‘ interest  thereof  to  be  yearly  employed  for  buying  and  furnishing  of  drugs  and  medicaments 
‘ to  the  sick  poor  who  have  their  advice  gratis  from  the  said  Royal  College,’ — a design  and 
intention  ordered  to  4 be  punctually  and  religiously  observed  by  them  and  their  successors  in 
‘ office  in  all  time  coming.’  Soon  thereafter  (22d  July,  5th  August,  and  2d  September)  no- 
tices are  taken  of  a Committee  engaged  in  the  business  of  furnishing  ‘ drugs,  medicaments, 

‘ and  other  necessaries  to  the  sick  poor  ;’  and  on  4th  November,  the  College,  having  read  a 
Report  as  to  the  Repository  for  medicines  for  the  sick  poor,  allowed  then’  own  Hall  for  such 
meetings  as  the  subscribers  thereto  should  appoint.  Following  up  the  plan,  now  organized, 
the  College,  by  resolution  3d  February  1708,  taking  security  of  the  parties,  allowed  the  fund 
mortified  by  Mrs  Hair  4 to  be  lent  out’  to  such  of  the  members  as  ‘ subscribed  for  setting  up 
4 the  Repository,’  afterwards  styled  Dispensary;  and,  on  the  4th  November  1712,  4 consider - 
4 ing  the  charity  in  giving  punctual  attendance  on  the  sick  poor,’  it  was  appointed  4 that  for 
4 the  future  the  Licentiates  shall  give  their  advice  and  attendance  on  the  said  poor  as  well  as 
4 the  ordinary  Members ;’  while  the  proceeds  of  a Cold  Bath,  erected  on  new  premises  pur- 
chased by  the  College,  seem  (Minute,  3d  February  1713,  and  other  entries)  to  have  been  in 
part  destined  for  the  support  of  the  establishment, — in  regard  to  which  a contract  was  made 
with  an  Apothecary,  1st  June  1714.  By  resolution  26th  November  e.  a.,  the  fines  for  non- 
attendance  on  the  sick  poor  were  modified,  on  the  principle  that  restriction  would  more  effec- 
tually secure  punctuality ; but  the  direction  of  the  money  thus  arising  remained  the  same, — 

4 the  use  of  the  poor;’  and,  2d  February  1715,  4 the  fines  were  ordered  to  be  rigorously  ex- 
4 acted.’ 

From  a notice  of  the  death  of  the  Apothecary,  and  the  appointment  of  his  brother  as 
successor,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  Dispensary  continued  in  operation  in  1718  (Minute,  4th 
November);  in  1720,  when,  on  his  decease  also  (Minute,  10th  November  1719)  another  was 
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chosen,  who  agreed  to  take  the  Cold  Bath  on  tack  (29th  February)  ; and  in  1722  (Minute, 
6tli  February),  when  the  state  of  the  former  was  ordered  to  be  inspected,  while  that  of  the 
latter  came  often  under  review  afterwards. 

These  humble  measures,  serviceable  as  they  must  have  been,  were  only  preludes  to  an 
establishment  of  which  any  community  may  boast.  The  assistance  rendered  by  them,  as  might 
be  expected,  proved  often  unavailing  from  the  want  of  suitable  accommodation,  in  regard  to 
lodging,  diet,  and  nursing,  among  that  class  of  society  whose  relief  and  welfare  were  intended. 
The  remedy  was  obvious,  and  had  been  adopted  in  other  large  cities, — namely,  the  erection  of 
an  Hospital,  in  which  medical  and  surgical  aid  coidd  be  given  under  circumstances  calculated 
by  doing  it  justice  to  accomplish  so  charitable  a design.  The  Royal  College,  accordingly,  sug- 
gested this  to  several  well  disposed  persons,  by  whom  it  was  so  much  approved,  that,  at  a 
meeting  called  by  them  in  1725,  proceedings  were  agreed  on  with  a view  to  bringing  it  into 
operation  whenever  the  command  of  necessary  funds  permitted. 

Thus  we  find  in  a minute, 

“ 1st  February  1726. — The  President  represented  to  the  College,  that,  according  to  their  de- 
sire, he  and  several  of  the  members  bad  set  on  foot  a subscription  for  erecting  and  maintaining  an 
infirmary  or  hospital  for  the  sick  poor,  and  had  pretty  good  success,  and  recommended  to  all  the 
members  of  the  College  to  use  their  best  endeavours  to  procure  more  subscriptions  for  accomplish- 
ing so  good  and  charitable  a work.  John  Drummond,  Pres.” 

Subscriptions  multiplied  till  1727,  when  the  plan  thus  originated  and  patronized  was  so 
far  matured  as  to  be  publicly  announced,  in  the  hope  of  obtaining  all  the  encouragement 
which  its  probable  advantages  warranted.  On  the  1st  August,  accordingly,  a document, 
which  fully  confirms  the  preliminary  eulogium,  was  ordered  to  be  inserted  in  the  newspapers, 
namely, 

“ August  1.  1727. — The  Royal  College  of  Physicians  having  always  shewn  such  a particular 
concern  for  the  sick  poor,  that,  for  several  years,  two  of  their  number  have  attended  every  week  in 
their  hall,  to  give  advice  and  also  medicine  to  some  proper  objects  gratis,  and  now  considering  that 
there  is  an  hospital  for  the  sick  poor  to  be  erected  at  Edinburgh  ; therefore  they,  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  such  a pious  undertaking,  oblige  themselves  that  one  or  more  of  their  number  shall  at- 
tend the  said  hospital  faithfully  and  freely,  without  any  prospect  of  reward  or  salary,  until  the  stock 
of  the  said  hospital  shall  be  so  increased  that  it  can  afford  a reasonable  allowance  for  one  or  two 
physicians,  for  their  proper  use;  and  the  College  orders  this  advertisement,  signed  in  their  name, 
by  their  president,  to  be  published.  Francis  Pringle,  pro  Pres.  Drummond.” 

To  proceed  with  the  history,  on  7th  November  following,  being  next  Quarterly  Meeting, 

“ The  President  reported,  that,  according  to  the  order  of  the  College,  the  advertisement  men- 
tioned in  the  minutes  of  last  sederunt  was  published  in  the  newspapers.  Thereafter,  the  President 
represented  to  the  College,  that  the  first  subscription  for  erecting  the  infirmary  was  completed  in 
due  time,  and  the  money  was  coming  in,  and  that  it  was  the  members  of  the  College  that  had  sett 
this  charitable  work  on  foot,  and  had  contributed  for  it  themselves,  and  procured  contributions  from 
other  well  disposed  persons,  and  still  hoped  they  would  procure  more  subscriptions  in  establishing 
the  Infirmary,  that  might  be  in  some  measure  suitable  to  the  necessities  of  the  country. 

Francis  Pringle,  pro  Pres.” 
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But  farther,  and  of  still  more  importance, 

“ May  7.  1728. — The  College,  thinking  it  proper  that  application  should  be  made  to  the  Gene- 
ral Assembly,  for  their  assistance  in  procuring  contributions  for  the  Infirmary,  and  an  address  for 
that  purpose  being  read,  the  College  appointed  Dr  Rule,  Dr  Riddell,  and  Dr  Innes,  to  attend 
the  Committee  of  Bills  thereanent.  Follows  a copy  of  the  address  given  in  to  the  General  As- 
sembly. 

£-  TO  THE  RIGHT  REVEREND  THE  MODERATOR,  AND  THE  REVEREND  AND  THE  HONOURABLE 
MEMBERS  OF  THE  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE  CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND,  THE  ROYAL  COL- 
LEGE OF  PHYSICIANS  OF  EDINBURGH  HUMBLY  SIIEWETH, 

“ That  the  Royal  College  having  observed  many  poor  miserable  objects  in  this  place,  as  well 
strangers  from  all  corners  of  the  nation,  as  inhabitants  of  the  city,  seeking  after  the  means  of 
health,  having  nothing  either  to  provide  themselves,  or  provide  medicines,  did  some  years  ago  erect 
a Dispensary,  provided  it  with  medicines,  and  by  turns  gave  attendance  at  their  public  hall  to  give 
advice  gratis  ; but,  finding  that  the  advice  given,  and  the  medicines  applied,  often  proved  unsuc- 
cessful, and  came  short  of  their  good  effect,  through  the  patients  their  wanting  due  care  taken  of 
them,  and  their  being  destitute  of  means  for  providing  a proper  diet  and  lodging,  while  under  cure, 
for  remedy  of  which  the  College  did  lately  propose  the  establishing  an  Infirmary  or  Hospital  for 
sick  and  wounded  poor,  after  the  example  and  practice  of  most  other  countries  and  cities,  into 
which  proper  objects  may  be  taken  for  cure,  and  to  raise  a stock  for  that  end  by  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions and  donations,  that  so  poor  persons  may  not  only  have  advice  and  medicines  gratis,  but 
also  (when  the  physicians  see  it  necessary),  be  entertained  at  bed  and  board,  with  proper  servants 
to  attend  them  during  the  time  of  their  cure ; and,  having  already  made  some  good  progress  in  ob- 
taining subscriptions  and  donations  for  the  end  foresaid,  by  the  care  and  pains  of  some  worthy  gen- 
tlemen, and  the  charitable  disposition  of  persons  of  all  ranks,  to  whom  application  has  been  made; 
they  thought  it  proper  to  make  the  good  design  more  publicly  known,  in  hopes  of  an  universal 
approbation,  and  that  many  will  cheerfully  contribute  towards  carrying  on  so  Christian  and  neces- 
saiy  a work,  which  may  prove  so  universally  profitable  to  the  nation.  The  commendable  practice 
of  erecting  and  maintaining  many  such  hospitals  abroad,  and  the  great  advantages  that  are  well 
known  to  'arise  therefrom,  being  a strong  motive  for  us  in  Scotland  to  establish  one  amongst  us, 
whereby  many  poor  tradesmen,  servants,  apprentices,  journeymen,  and  labourers,  who  casually 
meet  with  fractures,  bruises,  wounds,  dislocations,  or  do  fall  into  sickness,  may,  by  the  blessing  of 
God,  and  the  timeous  application  of  proper  medicines,  be  recovered  and  restored  to  health  and 
strength,  who,  through  the  want  of  such  help,  become  beggars,  or  a burden  upon  their  friends  or 
the  public ; but,  by  means  of  this  hospital,  may  be  restored  to  health,  and  enabled  to  follow  their 
employments  or  business,  gain  their  own  livelihood,  and  be  useful  in  the  commonwealth  ; and  an- 
other great  use  of  such  an  hospital  is,  that  the  overseers  thereof  will  be  a check  upon  many  idle 
and  slothful  persons,  who,  under  pretence  of  some  slight  lameness,  sickness,  or  weakness,  give 
themselves  up  to  begging,  and  become  a burden  upon  the  country  ; for,  such  being  brought  into  the 
hospital  and  cured,  will  be  debarred  from  begging,  and  the  really  poor  and  miserable  lame  or  sick 
will  the  more  easily  and  cheerfully  be  pitied  and  supplied  by  charitable  persons ; and  therefore  the 
College  does  invite  all  persons,  societies,  and  incorporations,  who  are  in  case  to  contribute  towards 
carrying  on  this  charitable  and  necessary  design,  to  concur  therein  : And  the  Venerable  Assembly 
being  in  use  to  give  countenance  to  and  forward  all  pious  and  charitable  undertakings,  may  it 
therefore  please  the  Venerable  Assembly  to  consider  the  premises,  and  to  recommend  a voluntary 
contribution  at  the  several  parish  churches  of  this  kingdom,  for  advancing  this  charitable  work,  in 
such  manner  as  to  the  Venerable  Assembly  shall  seem  most  suitable.” 

Dr  Francis  Pringle,  Pres. 
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The  most  enlarged  publicity,  essentially  in  accordance  with  a design  of  such  magnitude, 
and  fraught  with  benefits  to  every  class,  was  thus  secured  ; but,  though  the  agency  of  so  in- 
fluential a body  as  the  General  Assembly  of  Scotland  might  have  been  supposed  sufficiently 
excited  by  this  address,  the  College  did  not  abate  their  own  exertions.  On  the  contrary, 
these  were  persevered  in  with  a diligence  and  an  intensity  which  merited,  as  they  augured, 
success.  Three  consecutive  minutes  will  shew  that  the  object  was  kept  perpetually  in  view. 

“ August  6.  e.  a. — Dr  Rule,  Dr  Riddell,  and  Dr  Innes  reported  that  they  had  attended  the 
Committee  of  Bills  in  the  General  Assembly,  in  relation  to  the  Infirmary,  and  had  obtained  an  act 
of  the  Assembly  in  favour  of  the  Infirmary.  But  the  College,  not  well  knowing  the  form  of  get- 
ting that  act  made  effectual,  so  as  to  answer  the  design  thereby  intended ; they  therefore  em- 
powered the  President  and  Dr  Riddell  to  meet  with  Nicol  Spence,  Depute-Clerk  to  the  As- 
sembly, and  advise  with  him  what  is  the  proper  method  of  applying  to  the  Presbyteries  for  getting 
the  act  of  the  Assembly  for  the  contribution  in  favour  of  the  Infirmary  put  in  execution. 

Francis  Pringle,  Pres.” 

“ November  5.  e.  a. — The  minutes  of  last  sederunt  being  read,  the  President  and  Dr  Riddell 
reported  that  they  had  spoke  with  Nicol  Spence  anent  the  way  and  manner  of  getting  the  act  of 
the  General  Assembly  in  relation  to  the  Infirmary  put  in  execution  ; and  that  they  were  told  this 
was  to  be  done  by  sending  circular  letters,  and  copies  of  the  said  act  of  the  Assembly,  to  the  Mo- 
derators of  the  several  Presbyteries  within  Scotland  ; and  that  the  same  would  accordingly  be 
transmitted  to  the  respective  Presbyteries  with  the  first  opportunity;  a copy  of  which  act  and  let- 
ter was  read.” 

“ February  4*.  1729. — The  minutes  of  last  quarterly  meeting  being  read,  the  President  reported 
that,  conform  to  the  minutes  of  that  sederunt,  the  circular  letters  to  be  sent  to  .the  several  Presby- 
teries, in  relation  to  the  Infirmary,  were  signed,  and  would  be  transmitted  to  them. 

Francis  Pringle,  Pres." 

During  these  proceedings,  it  is  not  immaterial  to  observe,  the  minor  establishment  for  the 
relief  of  the  sick  poor  was  carried  on  as  regularly  as  ever.  This  is  evident  from  sundry  en- 
tries (1st  November  1726;  6th  February,  7th  May,  6th  August,  and  5th  November  1728, 
all  relating  to  the  Cold  Bath),  which,  however,  need  not  be  quoted,  any  more  than  the 
proofs  afforded,  by  simultaneously  borrowing  money,  and  levying  fines,  &c.  of  the  narrow 
means  with  which  the  College,  at  this  period,  accomplished  its  humane  purposes.  It  will  be 
understood,  then,  that  the  gratuitous  aid,  confessedly  defective,  and  often  defeated,  had  not 
ceased,  when,  in  the  prospect  of  a suitable  edifice  being  one  day  raised,  the  scheme  was  prac- 
tically commenced  in  a small  house  hired  as  a temporary  asylum.  This  is  noticed,  together 
with  corresponding  arrangements,  in  the  following  minutes. 

“ August  5.  e.  a. — The  College,  considering  that  the  Infirmary  is  now  in  readiness  for  receiving 
patients,  and  that  it  will  be  necessary  they  attend  the  same,  do,  therefore,  unanimously  agree  to  at- 
tend the  Infirmary,  in  their  turns,  for  the  space  of  a fortnight,  until  some  settled  method  be  agreed 
upon  anent  their  attendance,  and  empowered  the  President,  till  next  quarterly  meeting,  to  appoint 
any  physician  he  thinks  fit  to  attend,  for  the  space  of  a fortnight ; and,  accordingly,  the  President 
appointed  Dr  Drummond  to  attend  the  Infirmary  for  the  first  fortnight,  which  commences  to- 
morrow. Francis  Pringle,  Pres.” 
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“ November  4.  e.  a. — Continued  the  power  to  the  President  to  name  any  physician  he  thinks 
fit,  till  next  quarterly  meeting,  to  attend  the  Infirmary  for  the  space  of  a fortnight. 

John  Riddell,  pro  Pres." 

“ February  3.  1730. — Recommended  to  the  Council  to  meet  and  consider  the  manner  of  at- 
tendance on  the  sick  poor,  and  to  report  their  opinion  against  next  quarterly  meeting. 

* Fean.  Pringle,  pro  Pres." 

“ May  5.  e.  a.  — The  opinion  of  the  Council  in  relation  to  the  attendance  on  the  Infirmary 
and  sick  poor  being  reported  to  the  College,  the  same  was  approven  of ; and  the  College  did  there- 
upon order,  that,  in  place  of  two  Physicians,  who  ordinarily  attended  the  hall  formerly,  only  one 
shall  wait  on  ; and,  when  the  present  course  is  over,  the  eldest  physician  shall  begin,  and  so  in 
course  go  on  as  formerly ; and  further,  the  College  ordered,  that,  when  all  the  Fellows  and  Licen- 
tiates have  gone  through  this  Course  at  the  Infirmary,  the  senior  Physician  shall  again  begin,  and 
so  go  on  in  order  until  the  College  shall  think  fit  to  alter  it ; and  that  all  the  Fellows  and  Licen- 
tiates shall  be  obliged  to  attend  both  at  the  Hall  and  Infirmary  in  their  turns,  or  send  others  of 
the  College  number  for  them  ; and  who  does  not  observe  these  rules  shall  be  subject  to  the  censure 
of  the  College.  John  Riddell,  pro  Pres.” 

Though  not  mentioned  in  the  minutes  of  the  College,  it  appears  from  the  History  of  the  Royal 
Infirmary  (published  in  1778),  that,  at  the  period  of  opening  this  establishment,  the  money 
hitherto  subscribed,  increased  by  assignations  to  shares  of  the  stock  of  the  Fishery  Company, 
then  dissolved,  amounted  to  upwards  of  L.  2000  Sterling,  4 which  was  judged  to  be  the 
4 smallest  fund  on  which  such  an  hospital  could  be  begun  that,  so  soon  as  this  sum  was  com- 
pleted, 4 the  College  of  Physicians  called  the  contributors  together,  who  named  twelve  of 
4 their  number,  as  a Committee,  for  collecting  the  money  subscribed,  obtaining  more  sub- 
4 scriptions,  and  preparing  a plan  of  management ;’  and  that  4 this  Committee,  having  re- 
4 ceived  as  much  money  as,  by  -its  annualrent,  might  maintain  a few  patients,  and,  having 
4 prepared  a report  concerning  the  management,  called  a meeting  of  contributors,  where 
4 twenty  managers  were  elected,  and  such  regulations  as  were  then  deemed  necessary  were 
4 digested,  and  ordered  to  be  printed.’ 

After  a few  years’  trial,  the  good  effects  of  the  institution  were  so  decided,  that  the  mana- 
gers felt  encouraged  to  petition  for  a charter  from  the  Crown,  which  was  graciously  answered, 
by  a deed,  dated  25th  August  1736,  erecting  4 the  contributors  into  one  body  corporate 
4 and  politic,  by  the  name  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  of  Edinburgh,  with  rules  for  a perpetual 
4 succession  and  management,  with  power  to  use  a seal,  to  sue  and  be  sued,  to  purchase 
4 lands,  to  make  bye-laws,  and  with  all  other  powers  necessary  for  such  a corporation.’  Be- 
sides its  importance  as  a legal  instrument,  this  charter  appears  to  have  had  a beneficial  effect 
on  the  public  mind ; and,  in  consequence,  subscriptions  became  somewhat  copious,  while  a de- 
gree of  enthusiasm  in  support  of  the  establishment,  with  a desire  to  extend  its  scale,  per- 
vaded all  classes.  But,  without  prosecuting  the  general  history,  or  attempting  to  do  justice 
to  those  numerous  individuals  and  societies,  by  whom  the  proposal  for  building  a suitable 
house  was  consummated,  let  the  parental  and  fostering  labours  of  the  College  have  the  aspect 
that  is  unequivocally  due  to  them.  In  addition,  therefore,  to  the  previous  sketch,  the  charter 
of  the  Royal  Infirmary  itself,  be  it  observed,  indicates  very  peculiar  relationship ; for,  besides 
what  is  set  forth  in  the  preamble,  namely,  speaking  of  the  charitable  design  to  erect  a house 
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in  Edinburgh,  as  an  hospital,  ‘ wherein  the  poor  sick,  properly  recommended,  from  any  part  of 
4 the  country,  who  are  not  absolutely  incurable,  are  to  be  entertained  and  taken  care  of  by  the  Royal 
‘ College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  and  some  of  tbe  most  skilful  chirurgeons,’  the  nomination 
of  the  Managers  gives  a decided  preponderance  to  that  body  specially  over  every  other.  This 
is  manifest.  Of  the  twenty  persons,  in  whom  the  direction  and  government  are  vested,  three 
are  ex  officio,  to-wit,  (1.)  The  Lord  Provost  of  the  City  for  the  time  being  ; and,  in  case  of 
his  absence,  the  Dean  of  Guild  ; (2.)  The  President  of  our  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of 
Edinburgh;  and,  in  case  of  his  absence,  the  Vice-President;  and  (3.)  The  Deacon  Convener  of 
the  Crafts  : — in  regard  to  each  of  whom  it  is  said  ‘ he  shall  be  always  one.’  ‘ The  remaining 
seventeen,’  proceeds  the  charter,  ‘ shall  be  annually  elected,  &c.  out  of  the  classes  following, 
viz.  ‘ four  out  of  our  said  Royal  College  of  Physicians , whereof  two  shall  be  of  the  Professors 
‘ of  Medicine  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  if  there  are  any  such  at  the  time  ; (one)  the 
‘ Professor  of  Anatomy  of  the  said  University,  if,  &c. ; and  two  out  of  the  Incorporation  of 
‘ Chirurgeons,  if  there  is  no  Professor  of  Anatomy  at  the  time;  one  out  of  the  Senators  of  our 
‘ College  of  Justice ; one  out  of  the  Faculty  of  Advocates ; one  out  of  the  Society  of  the 
‘ Clerks  to  our  Signet ; one  out  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Gospel  in  Edinburgh ; and  six  more  to 
‘ be  elected  out  of  the  number  of  the  contributors  to  the  said  charity,  residing  in  or  near  the 
‘ city,  if  such  can  be  found  ready  to  undertake  the  office.’  Five  physicians  (members  of  the 
College)  at  least,  therefore,  must  be  in  the  management,  according  to  the  charter,  not  reckon- 
ing the  Professor  of  Anatomy,  who,  for  many  years,  has  invariably  been  a Fellow  of  the  Col- 
lege ; and,  by  the  last  clause,  very  evidently  there  may  be  more.  Out  of  these  twenty,  thus 
classified,  twelve  are  to  be  chosen  as  ordinary  managers  of  the  affairs  of  the  corporation.  But 
of  this  minor  arrangement,  and  other  matters  connected  with  it,  there  is  no  occasion  to  treat 
here. 

An  acknowledgment  from  a different  quarter  would  call  for  some  remarks  touching  the 
history  of  another  establishment,  were  this  the  place  even  to  allude  to  its  merits.  But,  wa- 
ving the  subject  entirely,  the  two  following  minutes  are  inserted  without  comment. 

“ January  18.  1737. — A petition  in  behalf  of  the  Surgeons,  erectors  of  tbe  Surgeons’  Hospital 
in  Edinburgh,  was  presented  to  the  College,  setting  forth  that  tbe  petitioners  having  set  up  and 
brought  to  some  bearing  a charitable  Hospital,  which,  as  a school  of  practical  Surgery,  may  be  ad- 
vantageous and  instructive  to  themselves  and  Students,  as  well  as  useful  to  their  country  and  poor 
patients ; and  finding  themselves  frequently  at  a loss  for  want  of  further  advice,  especially  as  to  the  use 
of  internal  medicines, — therefore  craving  that  the  College  would  be  pleased  to  grant  their  assistance 
to  the  petitioners  in  the  same  generous  and  charitable  way  in  which  they  served  the  Royal  Infir- 
mary, which  the  petitioners  heartily  wish  may  flourish,  or  in  any  other  regular  way  of  attendance 
which  tbe  College  in  their  goodness  and  wisdom  should  think  fit.  That  tbe  petitioners  can  make 
no  other  returns  to  the  College,  but  their  sincere  wishes  for  the  prosperity  of  the  Royal  College, 
and  an  assurance  that,  as  the  petitioners  serve  all  gratis  that  are  able  to  come  to  their  Hospital  to 
be  dressed,  besides  those  whom  they  accommodate  in  the  House,  so  they  shall  be  most  ready  to 
assist  in  the  same  way  such  sick  poor  people  in  chirurgical  cases  as  may  cast  up  to  any  of  the 
College  at  their  Hall  or  elsewhere.  Signed  at  Edinburgh,  in  the  name  and  by  the  order  of  the 
erectors,  this  17th  January  1737.  Sic  Sub.  “ Jo.  Kennedy,  President. 

“ Which  petition  being  read,  the  College  delay  the  consideration  thereof  till  the  quarterly 
meeting  in  February  next-  Robt.  Lowis,  President .” 
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“ February  1.  1737 The  College  having  considered  the  petition  mentioned  in  the  minutes  of 

last  sederunt,  given  in  by  the  Surgeons,  erectors  of  the  Surgeons’  Hospital,  resolve  that  they  are 
willing  to  give  attendance  to  that  Hospital  when  any  of  them  are  called  upon,  but  refuse  to  bind 
themselves  to  give  any  regular  attendance.  Robert  Lowxs,  Pres." 

We  come  now  to  a series  of  transactions,  more  or  less  important,  extending  through  a long 
period,  and  illustrative  of  the  progress  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  as  well  as  of  the  intimate  con- 
nexion between  it  and  the  College.  No  apology  need  be  hazarded  for  the  space  they  occupy ; 
and,  for  a powerful  reason,  which  all  will  appreciate  who  are  interested,  it  is  thought  advi- 
sable to  give  them  simply  as  presented  in  the  minutes  themselves.  No  one  can  possibly  per- 
use these  without  being  convinced  that  the  College  has  an  indefeasible  title,  on  the  ground  of 
actual  services,  no  less  than  on  the  charter  by  winch  the  Managers  are  bound,  to  be  considered 
as  the  hereditary  and  tutelary  ally  of  that  noble  institution. 

“ February  7.  1738. — A letter  from  the  Managers  of  tbe  Royal  Infirmary  to  the  College,  dated 
6th  instant,  was  read,  acquainting  the  College  that  tbe  Managers  had  resolved,  that,  for  the  future, 
the  attendance  of  Physicians  on  the  Infirmary  be  performed  by  such  Physicians  only  as  are  Fel- 
lows of  the  Royal  College,  and  by  Dr  William  Macfarlane  and  Dr  Alexander  Martin, 
Licentiates  of  the  College,  who,  in  their  turns  with  the  Fellows  of  the  Royal  College,  have  attended 
the  Infirmary  as  physicians  ever  since  the  first  establishment  thereof ; and  returning  the  thanks  of 
the  Managers  to  the  College  for  their  attendance,  and  all  their  good  offices  to  the  Infirmary  hither- 
to, and,  at  the  same  time,  humbly  desiring  the  continuance  thereof.  The  College  agree  to  attend 
the  Royal  Infirmary  in  their  turns  as  formerly.  Robert  Lowis,  Pres." 

“ August  1.  1738. — A letter  from  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  directed  to  the  Preses, 
was  read,  acquainting  the  College,  that  the  foundation-stone  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  was  to  be  laid 
to-morrow  betwixt  three  and  four  afternoon,  and  desiring  that  the  College  would  give  countenance 
thereto.  The  College  resolved  to  meet  to-morrow  at  their  own  Hall,  at  three  afternoon,  and  to 
go  in  a body  to  witness  the  laying  the  said  foundation-stone,  and  ordain  the  officer  to  advertise 
the  absent  members  to  be  present. 

“ August  2.  1 738. — The  Royal  College  of  Physicians  being  met  in  order  to  attend  the  laying  of 
the  foundation-stone  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  it  is  agreed  that  the  College  shall  give  towards  the 
said  foundation  thirty  guineas,  to  be  levied  by  voluntary  collection  among  the  Fellows  ; and  the 
Treasurer  is  ordered  to  give  to  the  treasurer  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  his  note  for  the  said  sum  in- 
stantly ; and  if  there  is  any  deficiency  in  the  said  collection,  the  Treasurer  is  allowed  to  make  it  up 
out  of  the  stock  of  the  College ; and  if  the  collection  exceed  the  said  sum,  it  is  to  be  given  to  the 
treasurer  of  the  Infirmary. 

“ February  2.  1742. — The  College  allow  the  use  of  the  cold  bath  gratis  to  any  in  the  Infirmary 
who  shall  have  an  order  for  that  purpose  from  the  Physician  attending, — the  other  persons  attend- 
ing the  cold  bath  being  always  first  served.  J.  Clark,  Pres.” 

“ November  2.  1742. — The  College  appoint  and  ordain,  that  the  20s.  Sterling,  formerly  ap- 
pointed by  an  act  of  the  College  to  be  paid  in  to  the  Dispensary  by  every  member  when  admitted 
Socius,  shall,  in  time  coming,  be  paid  into  the  Treasurer  as  formerly,  but  shall  be  applied  for  the 
use  of  the  poor  of  the  Infirmary. 

“ May  2.  1749 — It  having  been  proposed  by  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  that,  in 
place  of  the  College  their  giving  attendance  upon  poor  patients  at  their  own  Hall  twice  a-week,  they 
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will  be  pleased,  in  time  coming,  in  their  turn,  to  attend  the  poor  out-patients  at  the  Infirmary, 
upon  Monday  and  Friday  weekly,  at  three  afternoon,  the  Managers  having  resolved  that  the  out- 
patients shall  get  medicines  gratis  from  the  Infirmary  shop.  The  above  desire  of  the  Infirmary  was 
agreed  to  by  the  College.  There  was  presented  to  the  College  a copy  of  the  History  and  Statutes 
of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  as  a present  from  the  Managers  for  the  library,  bound  and  titled  on  the 
back,  and  two  dozen  of  copies  of  said  statutes  for  the  particular  members  of  the  College. 

Wm.  Porterfield,  Pres.” 

“ August  1.  1749. — The  College  considering  that  statute  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  relating  to 
their  attendance  on  the  out-patients  on  Mondays  and  Fridays  afternoon,  which  had  been  printed 
without  any  previous  concurrence  of  the  College,  though  afterwards  agreed  to  on  an  apology  hav- 
ing been  made,  and  finding  it,  upon  trial,  very  inconvenient  for  the  same  Physician  to  attend  the 
Infirmary  in  the  forenoon  and  the  out-patients  in  the  afternoon,  do  therefore  resolve  and  agree,  that, 
in  time  coming,  the  attendance  on  the  Infirmary  and  out-patients  shall  be  by  two  different  Physicians, 
the  one  to  attend  the  patients  in  the  Infirmary  in  the  forenoon,  and  the  other  to  attend  the  out- 
patients there  on  Monday  and  Friday  afternoon  ; and  that  the  eldest  Physician  in  the  present  course 
of  rotation  shall  begin  this  manner  of  attendance  on  the  wards,  and  the  middle  Physicians,  reckon- 
ing from  that  one,  shall  begin  the  attendance  on  the  out-patients,  and  so  on  according  as  the  mem- 
bers of  the  College,  and  such  of  the  Licentiates  as  attend  the  Infirmary,  stand  upon  the  roll ; and 
the  College  appoint  this  resolution  to  be  intimated  to  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  against 
their  next  meeting  by  such  of  the  members  of  the  College  as  are  Managers  of  the  Infirmary. 

“ November  7.  1749, — The  President  reported,  that  the  resolution  of  the  College  as  to  the  new 
method  and  manner  of  their  attendance  on  the  wards  and  out-patients  in  the  Royal  Infirmary  was 
intimate  to  the  Managers  at  their  meeting  on  the  10th  day  of  August  last,  and  that  they  had  agreed 
to  and  approved  of  the  said  resolution.  He  also  took  notice,  that  the  College  had  not  since  that  time 
attended  according  to  said  resolution,  but  that  the  same  person  attended  the  wards  in  the  forenoon 
and  the  out-patients  in  the  afternoon  as  formerly.  The  College  therefore  ordain  the  said  resolution 
to  be  observed  for  the  future,  and  appoint  the  Clerk,  pursuant  to  said  resolution,  to  make  out  two  lists, 
the  one  of  the  Physicians  who  are  to  attend  the  wards  in  the  forenoon,  and  the  other  of  the  Phy- 
sicians who  are  to  attend  the  out-patients  on  Monday  and  Friday  afternoons,  and  to  give  in  both 
the  said  lists  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Infirmary,  that  the  Physicians  may  be  timeously  advertised  of  the 
time  of  their  attendance  respectively. 

“ February  6.  1750. — The  Clerk  reported,  that,  according  to  the  order  of  the  College  at  last 
quarterly  meeting,  he  had  made  out  two  lists  of  Physicians  who  are  to  attend  the  wards  in  the  In- 
firmary in  the  forenoon,  and  the  out-patients  on  Monday  and  Friday  afternoon,  and  delivered  the 
same  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Infirmary.  Wm.  Porterfield,  Pres.” 

“ February  5.  1751. — A letter  from  the  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh  as  preses  to  and  in  name 
of  the  Corporation  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  at  a general  meeting,  directed  to  the  President  and  other 
Members  of  the  College,  of  date  the  4th  inst.  was  read,  setting  forth, — c That  it  having  pleased  God, 
in  his  providence,  to  dispose  the  hearts  of  many  well-inclined  persons  to  become  contributors  to 
the  charitable  purpose  intended  by  the  establishment  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  of  Edinburgh  for  the 
relief  of  the  sick  poor,  whereby  the  number  of  patients  has  been  of  late  considerably  increased  ; and 
it  appearing,  by  the  present  state  of  the  funds  thereof,  and  the  well-grounded  hopes  which  the 
Managers  have  of  considerable  future  benefaction,  that  there  will  be  room  to  take  in  still  a much 
greater  number  of  distressed  objects,  by  which  the  trouble  and  attendance  of  the  members  of  the 
Royal  College,  who  had  the  honour  to  give  a beginning  to  this  useful  undertaking,  and  who  have 
hitherto  very  generously  given  their  assistance  and  advice  gratis,  is  likely  to  be  so  much  increased, 
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that  the  Managers  have  thought  it  their  duty  to  provide  a remedy  for  the  same,  by  appointing  two 
fixt  physicians  for  the  constant  and  daily  attendance  on  the  patients  in  the  Royal  Infirmary,  under 
the  character  of  the  Physicians  in  Ordinary  thereto  : That,  by  an  order  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Corporation,  empowering  the  Managers  to  name  these  Physicians,  they  are  appointed  accordingly  ; 
and  the  measure  is  to  take  place  on  the  24th  June  next : That  he  was  commanded  by  the  General 
Court  of  the  Corporation,  to  communicate  this  to  the  College,  and  in  their  name  to  return  their 
humble  and  hearty  thanks  for  the  great  pains  the  College  have  taken  in  nursing  this  child  of  their 
own  from  its  earliest  appearance  till  now,  and  earnestly  to  request  of  the  Royal  College  to  con- 
tinue their  good  offices  to  the  undertaking,  by  appointing  some  of  their  number  monthly  by  rota- 
tion, or  in  what  other  way  they  think  proper,  to  visit  the  house  once  or  twice  a-week,  to  give  their 
advice  and  assistance  to  the  two  Ordinary  Physicians,  when  they  judge  it  necessary  to  apply  to  them 
for  the  same  : That,  as  no  body  is  more  sensible  of  the  merit  which  the  Royal  College  have  in  pro- 
jecting and  carrying  on  this  noble  charity  to  the  height  to  which  it  is  already  arrived,  and  of  the 
benefits  which  will  attend  their  continuing  to  watch  over  its  future  progress,  than  he  is,  he  obeys  the 
orders  which  he  has  received  from  the  Corporation,  to  offer  their  most  grateful  and  respectful  ac- 
knowledgments for  the  College’s  past  services,  and  to  request  the  continuance  of  their  care  of  it  in 
time  coming.’ 

‘ The  College  having  considered  the  above  letter,  do  cheerfully  agree  to  what  is  thereby  desired  *. 

Wm.  Porterfield,  Pm.” 

“ August  7.  1753. — It  being  moved  that  the  attendance  of  the  members  of  the  College  upon  the 
out-patients  in  the  Royal  Infirmary  is  now  very  burdensome  to  them,  as  well  as  expensive  to  the 
Infirmary,  by  furnishing  medicines  to  the  patients  gratis,  by  reason  of  the  great  number  of  patients 
which  attend,  who  take  up  the  College  time  for  several  hours  twice  every  week,  the  College  remit 
to  the  following  committee,  viz.  the  President,  Dr  Lowis,  Dr  Stevenson,  Dr  Kinneir,  Dr 
Alston,  Dr  St  Clair,  and  the  Treasurer,  any  three,  with  the  preses,  being  a quorum,  to  con- 
sider how  the  time  of  the  College  attendance  upon  the  out-patients  in  the  Royal  Infirmary  shall  be 
regulated  in  time  coming ; and  also  to  consider,  whether  such  as  are  Fellows  of  the  College  shall 

only  attend  the  out-patients,  or  if  the  Licentiates  of  the  College  shall  also  attend  in  their  turn, and 

to  report  their  opinion  against  next  meeting.  John  Rutherford,  Pm.” 

“ 6th  November  1753. — The  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  last  meeting  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  in  the  minutes  of  this  sederunt,  and  whereof  the  tenor  follows  : 

“ 2d  November  1753. — The  Committee  appointed  the  7th  August  last,  in  obedience  to  the  or- 
der of  the  College,  have  maturely  considered  the  several  affairs  there  recommended  to  them,  with 
due  regard  to  the  dignity  of  the  College,  to  the  interest  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  to  the  different 
circumstances  of  such  Physicians  as  apply  to  the  College  for  a licence  to  practise  in  this  place ; 
and 

“ With  regard  to  the  question,  What  Physicians  ought  to  attend  the  Royal  Infirmary?  the 
Committee  are  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  the  Fellows  of  the  College  ought  only  by  the  authority 
and  appointment  thereof,  to  consult  and  advise  in  the  character  of  Physicians  either  for  the  patients 
within  the  house,  or  for  the  out-patients  ; and  that  none  of  the  Licentiates  should  be  employed  in 


* In  the  Minutes  of  the  same  sederunt,  and  as  the  first  business  of  it,  is  given  the  application  for  licentiate- 
ship  in  behalf  of  Dr  Colin  Drummond.  It  differs  from  ordinary  form  in  so  far  as  that  it  is  in  shape  of  “ a peti- 
tion presented  to  the  College  for  Mr  Colin  Drummond,  Doctor  of  Medicine,  signed  by  George  Drum- 
mond, Esq.  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh,  his  father,  in  his  name,  shewing,  &c.”  Dr  Colin  Drummond  gra- 
duated at  Edinburgh  22d  August  1750,  and  was  admitted  Fellow  Sth  May  1752. 
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this  attendance,  except  Dr  William  Macfarlane  and  Dr  Alexander  Martin,  these  two 
gentlemen  having  been  always  indulged  in  the  privilege  of  attending  in  their  turn  with  the  Fellows, 
on  account  of  their  good  offices  to  the  Infirmary  whilst  in  its  infancy. 

“ And  further,  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that,  for  the  future,  it  will  be  sufficient  that  each 
of  the  Fellows  and  these  two  Licentiates  in  their  turn  attend  the  out-patients  only  one  day  weekly, 
viz.  Monday,  at  three  o’clock  afternoon,  for  the  space  of  a month  ; but  if  the  Physician  attending 
shall  judge  it  necessary,  he  may  appoint  a second  day,  in  the  same  week,  for  giving  advice  to  such 
of  the  out-patients  as  he  could  not  undertake  on  the  Monday, — (Report  proceeds  to  other  matter.) 
The  College  having  considered  the  above  Report,  unanimously  approve  thereof. 

John  Rutherford,  Pres.” 

“ February  4.  1755. — The  Preses  reported  from  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  that  the 
furnishing  of  medicines  to  the  out-patients  being  now  discontinued,  the  attendance  of  the  College 
at  the  Royal  Infirmary  two  days  a-week,  upon  the  out-patients,  is  now  unnecessary.  The  College, 
therefore,  resolved  to  appoint  one  of  their  number  to  attend  at  their  own  Hall,  on  each  Monday,  at 
three  afternoon,  for  the  space  of  a month,  to  give  advice  to  such  sick  poor  as  shall  apply  to  them, 
and  that  the  eldest  physician  shall  begin  this  course  of  attendance  for  this  month,  and  that  the 
officer  do  thereafter  give  notice  to  each  member  of  the  College,  of  the  time  when  his  attendance 
does  begin  : and  appoints  an  advertisement,  giving  notice  of  this  resolution,  to  be  affixed  upon  the 
outer  gate  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  upon  the  door  of  the  College  Garden,  for  the  benefit  of  all 
concerned.  John  Rutherford,  Pres.” 

“ 5th  August  1766. — The  roof  of  the  Hall  being  very  insufficient,  the  Committee  (for  building, 
&c.)  were  of  opinion,  that  it  was  necessary  to  remove  the  College  Library  from  the  present  Hall, 
as  soon  as  conveniently  could  be  done : That  the  Committee,  in  name  of  the  College,  had  applied 
to  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  that  they  would  be  so  good  as  to  grant  them  some  empty 
ward  for  putting  the  College  Library  in,  till  they  shall  have  time  to  provide  some  proper  place  of 
their  own  for  that  purpose  : That  the  Managers,  in  a very  obliging  manner,  did  grant  their  request, 
and  the  College  Library  was  accordingly  removed  to  a room  in  the  Royal  Infirmary,  where  they 
now  remain,  all  carefully  put  up  in  the  former  presses.  All  which  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
the  College  approve  of. 

“ Dr  Clerk  moved,  that  the  College  Hall  being  still  insufficient,  that  a second  application 
should  be  made  to  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  for  liberty  to  the  College  to  meet  for  the 
future  at  the  Managers’  Room  in  the  Infirmary,  about  the  affairs  of  the  College,  till  the  College 
have  time  to  provide  some  proper  place  of  their  own  for  that  purpose.  The  motion  was  agreed  to, 
and  the  Preses  is  authorized  to  sign  a memorial  for  that  effect,  to  be  given  in  to  the  Managers.” 

“ 4 tli  November  1766. — Report  was  made,  that  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  had  most 
cheerfully  granted  liberty  to  the  College  to  meet  about  their  affairs  in  the  Managers’  Room  in  the 
Infirmary. 

“ 7 th  August  1781 — The  College  being  this  day  met  in  their  new  Hall,  according  to  their  last 
meeting,  they  appoint  their  books  to  be  immediately  removed  from  the  Infirmary,  where  they  have 
hitherto  been  kept,”  &c. 

“ 2d  Aug.  1785. — The  President,  having  represented  to  the  College  that  the  Governors  of  the 
Royal  Infirmary  are  at  present  soliciting  a general  contribution  from  all  quarters  of  the  country, 
for  rendering  that  charity  more  extensively  useful,  and  that,  as  it  was  owing,  in  a great  measure,  to 
the  liberality  and  public  spirit  of  the  College  that  the  Infirmary  was  first  instituted,  it  might  be  pro- 
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per  now  for  them  to  manifest  a continuance  of  the  same  spirit,  by  taking  a lead  in  the  present  con- 
tribution, which  might  induce  other  societies  to  follow  their  example.  The  College  unanimously 
approve  of  said  motion,  and  authorise  the  Treasurer  to  pay  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Royal  Infirmary 
fifty  guineas  in  their  name,  for  the  above  purpose. 

“ 1th  Aug.  1792 — The  President  represented  that  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  of 
whom,  as  President  of  the  College,  he  is  officially  one,  were  at  present  employed  in  framing  new 
regulations  for  the  dressers,  &c.  in  that  hospital,  a printed  copy  of  which  proposed  regulations  he 
now  laid  on  the  table,  for  the  inspection  of  the  members  of  the  College,  requesting  that  they  will 
communicate  such  observations  as  shall  occur  to  any  of  them  on  the  subject. 

And.  Duncan,  Pres.” 

“ 9th  March  1818. — Extraordinary  Meeting  of  College.  The  President  stated,  that  he  had 
called  this  meeting  at  the  desire  of  Sir  William  Rae,  Bart,  convener  of  a committee  of  the  contri- 
butors to  the  Royal  Infirmary,  to  know  whether  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the  College  to  grant  per- 
mission to  the  contributors  to  hold  a meeting  in  the  course  of  this  month,  in  the  Hall  of  the  Col- 
lege, and  the  use  of  one  of  the  rooms  for  a day  or  two  previous  to  the  meeting,  for  the  purpose  of 
issuing  tickets  of  admission  to  the  contributors. 

“ The  President  was  requested  to  inform  Sir  William  Rae  that  the  College  agreed  to  grant  the 
use  of  their  hall,  as  requested.” 

“ 19 th  December,  e.  a. — Extraordinary  Meeting  of  College.  A letter  was  read  from  the  Rev. 
David  Dickson  jun.  to  the  President,  dated  23d  November  last,  prefixing  minute  of  a meeting  of 
the  Committee  for  preventing  Contagious  Fever,  held  on  31st  October  last,  and  containing  an  ab- 
stract account  of  the  state  of  the  disease  in  so  far  as  the  committee  had  taken  an  interest,  with  a 
request  that  it  might  be  laid  before  the  College,  with  the  view  of  procuring  its  support. 

“ The  President  stated,  that  the  College  would  observe,  from  the  minute  prefixed  to  the  letter 
of  Mr  Dickson,  that  the  committee  had  sent  to  the  hospitals,  since  l Oth  October  1817,  no  less 
than  939  fever  patients  ; but  in  voting  any  sum  to  the  committees  to  assist  in  prosecuting  their  la- 
bours, he  thought  that  the  College  could  not  overlook  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  the  establishment  at 
Queensberry  House,  connected  with  it,  where  these  patients  had  been  received,  and  the  best  medi- 
cal assistance  administered,  with  the  most  beneficial  and  successful  effect.  He  therefore  proposed, 
at  the  desire  of  the  Council,  that  fifty  guineas  should  be  presented  to  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  ten 
guineas  to  the  Society  for  preventing  Contagious  Fever  ; the  consideration  of  which  proposal  was 
delayed  till  next  meeting.  Thos.  Chas.  Hope,  P.” 

“ 2d  February  1819. — Quarterly  Meeting  following.  The  College  having  resumed  considera- 
tion of  the  motion  made  at  last  quarterly  (extraordinary)  meeting,  that  a donation  of  fifty  guineas 
should  be  presented  to  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  Infirmary, 
and  ten  guineas  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  Society  for  Preventing  Contagious  Fever,  the  meeting, 
in  consequence  of  the  very  great  increase  of  expenditure  incurred  by  die  Managers  of  the  Infir- 
mary, during  last  year,  in  fitting  up  the  establishment  at  Queensferry  House,  for  the  reception  of 
fever  patients,  and  in  the  support  of  that  establishment,  and  the  increased  number  of  patients  re- 
ceived into  it  and  the  Infirmary,  resolved  unanimously  that  the  sum  of  fifty  guineas  should  be  pre- 
sented by  the  College,  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  that  institution ; and  the  meeting  farther  unanimously 
resolved  that  the  sum  of  ten  guineas  should  be  presented  by  the  Royal  College  in  aid  of  the  funds 
of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Contagious  Fever, — and  directed  the  Treasurer  to  make  payment 
of  the  said  sums  accordingly.”  Thos.  Chas.  Hope,  P.” 

L 


Appendix  (C.) 


82 


EXAMINATIONS  FOll  UNIVERSITY  DEGREES,  &C. 


Appendix  (C.) 


Thus,  then,  it  is  apparent,  nearly  a century  had  passed,  in  amity  unbroken,  courtesies  un- 
alloyed, nay  heightened  by  the  generosity  that  could  confess  an  inadvertent  fault ; amid  ser- 
vices unweariedly  tendered,  and  gratitude  as  honourable  as  it  was  sincere, — all  conducive, 
immeasurably  conducive,  to  the  prosperity  of  an  establishment,  the  very  humblest  officer  of 
which  may  deem  himself  ennobled  by  the  charity  he  ministers.  At  a later  period,  one  cloud 
very  painfully  contrasted  with  the  long-continued  sunshine ; but,  having  vanished,  the  memo- 
rial of  it,  never  so  much  as  by  a syllable  before  the  world,  reposes  for  the  guidance  of  a fu- 
ture age,  if,  unhappily,  these  records  should  be  either  forgotten  or  despised,  where  they 
ought  to  be  venerated.  Meanwhile,  a few  sentences,  in  the  way  of  inference,  may  amount 
to  an  exhortation  always  seasonable.  The  College  of  Physicians  can  insist  on  a right  which 
they  know  to  be  valuable.  But  it  is  purely  the  right  to  be  useful,  to  afford  their  services  to 
the  poor  and  afflicted,  to  avail  themselves  of  the  best  of  all  opportunities  for  the  manifesta- 
tion of  zeal  in  the  cause  of  humanity  and  science  ; in  a word,  to  act  so  that  the  example  of 
their  predecessors  may  prove,  not  a source  of  condemnatory  comparison,  but  the  stimulus  to 
greater  excellence.  Of  that  right,  ever  estimable  in  their  judgment,  and  pregnant  with  be- 
nefits to  their  fellow  citizens,  they  can  be  deprived  in  no  other  way  than  by  a measure  un- 
constitutional in  itself,  and  perpetrated  by  the  very  authority  which  is  competent  sacredly  to 
respect,  and  effectually  to  cherish,  their  claims.  These,  therefore,  may  be  ever  frankly  ad- 
duced, fearlessly  vindicated,  and  ought  to  be  so.  For  if,  in  the  days  of  infancy  and  pupi- 
lage, “ this  child  of  THEiu  own,”  to  use  the  emphatic  words  of  Provost  Drummond,  de- 
manded while  it  gratified  anxiety,  nothing  else  than  insanity,  or  a worse  condition  of  mind, 
could  account  for  apathy,  now  that,  having  risen  to  full  stature,  it  obtains,  as  it  deserves,  the 
admiration  of  mankind. 


APPENDIX  (D.) 

Minutes  of  College  regarding  Applications  from  Principals,  fyc.of  the  University  to  examine 
Candidates  for  I)  egrees,  with  Proceedings  thereon. 

This  subject,  it  will  be  at  once  perceived,  is  of  singular  interest,  and  therefore  needs  no 
preparatory  excitement. 

(l.j  “ 5th  April  1705. — Mr  David  Cockburn,  (First  named  in  Stat.  Sob). — A letter  from  Mr 
William  Carstairs,  Principal  of  the  College  of  Edinburgh,  directed  to  the  President,  was  read, 
bearing,  that  Mr  David  Cockburn,  Student  in  Physic,  having  addressed  for  the  degree  of  Doctor 
of  Medicine,  the  Professors  of  the  University  desyre  the  Colledge  of  Physicians  to  give  themselves 
the  trouble  to  examine  him,  and  that  the  President  would  lett  him  know  their  opinion.  The 
Colledge  ordered,  that  the  said  letter  be  kept  amongst  the  records  of  the  Colledge,  and  Mr  David 
Cockburn  to  give  in  his  bill  to  be  admitted  to  examination,  and  that  he  doe  it  next  meeting  of  the 
Colledge,  which  is  appoynted  to  be  the  tenth  instant  att  three  o’clock  in  the  afternoon.” 

“ lfff/i  April,  e.  a. — The  whilk  day,  the  Colledge  having  heard  the  petition  given  in  by  Mr  David 
Cockburn,  craving,”  &c.  (as  given  in  the  Report  page  1 1). 
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“ ]7 th  April , e.  a. — The  Colledge  having  heard  Mr  David  Cockburn  examined  upon  the  Insti- 
tutions by  Dr  Smelholme  and  Dr  M‘Kenzie,  they  are  well  satisfied  with  his  answers,  admits  this 
as  his  first  examination,  and  appoints  him  to  be  examined  upon  two  Aphorisms  of  Hippocrates,  by 
Dr  Dundasse  and  the  President,  this  day  eight  days  at  three  o’clock  in  the  afternoon.” 

2 Mh  April , e.  a. — The  Colledge  having  heard  Mr  David  Cockburn  explain  two  Aphorisms 
of  Hippocrates,  given  him  by  the  President  and  Dr  Dundasse,  and,  being  well  satisfied  therewith, 
they  admit  this  as  his  second  examinatione,  and  Dr  Lauder  and  Dr  Pittcairne  are  appoynted  to 
give  him  each  of  them  one  case  in  Medicine,  to  be  explained  by  him  this  day  eight  days,  being  the 
first  of  May,  at  three  o’clock  in  the  afternoon.” 

“1st  May,  e- a. — The  College  having  heard  Mr  David  Cockburn  explain  his  practical  cases,  as- 
signed him  by  Dr  Lauder  and  Dr  Pittcairne,  they  are  very  well  satisfied  with  his  explanatione 
thereof,  find  him  duly  qualified  to  practise  medicine,  and  recommend  to  the  President  to  make  re- 
port of  this  their  opinion  to  the  Principall  and  Masters  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  in  order  to 
have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  upon  him,  thesaidMr  David  being  alwayes  ob- 
lidged  to  give  in  his  petitione  to  be  admitted  a Licentiate  of  the  College,  after  he  has  got  his  degree 
before  he  practise.” 

“ 29 ih  June , e.  a. — [See  Report  p.  11,  “ The  examination  was  appealed  to  subsequently.”] 
The  Colledge  having  heard  and  considered  the  petitione  of  Dr  David  Cockburn,  bearing, 
that  he  having  been  examined  by  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  and  by  their  recommendation  of  him 
to  the  Principall  and  Masters  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  had  obtained  the  degree  of  Doctor 
of  Medicine,  as  his  patent  of  Graduatione  by  the  said  University,  dated  the  threttein  of  May  last 
bypast,  bears,  and  therefore  craving  he  may  be  Licentiat  to  practise  Medicine  within  the  City  of 
Edinburgh  and  liberties  thereof,  the  Colledge  grant  the  said  petitione,  and  admitts  him  a Licentiat, 
the  Treasurer  having-  declared  that  he  was  satisfied  of  his  dues.” 

“ 30 th  August,  e.  a. — A motion  being  made  of  admitting  Dr  David  Cockburn  Candidate  and 
Socius  of  the  College,  it  was  unanimously  agreed  to,  and  he  being  called  in  was  admitted  a Can- 
didate. The  said  day  Dr  David  Cockburn  being  called  in  a second  time,  was  admitted  Socius  of 
Colledge,  with  all  the  privileges  and  immunities  belonging  to  any  of  the  members  thereof,  and  he 
having  subscryved  the  promissory  engagement,  toke  his  place  at  the  board  accordingly.” 

(2.)  “ 2 6th  December  1710. — Mr  Jonathan  Harley.  The  President  having  received  a letter 
from  Mr  William  Carstairs,  Principall  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  to  the  effect  underwritten, 
whereof  the  tenor  follows  : — ‘ Edinburgh , December  25.  1710.  Sir, — Mr  Jonathan  Harley,  a 
person  of  great  probity  and  worth,  and  of  singular  accomplishments  in  learning,  having  applyed  to 
the  Professors  of  this  University  for  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine ; and  we,  not  having  at  pre- 
sent a faculty  of  that  useful  science,  doe  desyre  the  favour  of  your  honourable  Societie  to  take  such 
a method  as  they  shall  think  fitt  for  knowing  how  he  is  qualified  for  having  the  degree  that  is 
desyred,  which,  upon  your  recommendation,  we  are  all  heartily  willing  to  bestow  upon  him.  The  in- 
clinatione  that  we  have  to  keep  a friendlie  correspondence  with  your  Colledge,  and  to  doe  nothing 
that  is  irregular,  or  may  give  any  just  ground  of  offence  to  you,  is  the  cause  of  your  haveing  the 
trouble  of  these  lines,  in  the  name  of  all  our  Professors  in  this  University,  from  him  who  is  with 
great  respect,  Sir,  your  most  humble  servant, — Sic  subscribitur,  W.  Carstairs.” 

“ Which  lettter  being  read  and  considered  by  the  Colledge,  they  doe  appoynt  Dr  Mitchell,  Dr 
Dicksone,  and  Dr  Forrest,  with  the  President,  or  any  two  of  them,  to  take  try  all  of  the  said  Mr 
Jonathan  Harley,  his  qualifications  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine,  and,  if  he  be  found  qualified,  to 
recommend  him  to  the  Principall  and  Professors  of  the  said  University,  that  the  degree  of  Doctor 
of  Medicine  may  be  conferred  upon  him  in  such  manner  as  they  shall  think  fitt.” 

There  is  no  other  Minute  regarding  this  person,  who,  however,  is  second  in  Stat.  Sol. 
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Appendix  (D.)  (3.)  “6  th  January  1713. — Mr  Caleb  Tiirelkeld. — The  President  having  received  a letter  from 

Mr  William  Carstairs,  Principall  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  to  the  effect  underwritten, 
whereof  the  tenor  follows  : — 

“ ‘ Edinburgh , January  5th  1713.  Honoured  Sir, — The  constant  desyre  that  the  Professors 
of  this  University  have  to  keep  a friendlie  correspondence  with  your  Honorble  Society,  is  the  cause 
of  my  giving  you  the  trouble  of  these  lines,  that  you  may  know  that  the  Rev.  Mr  Caleb  Threl- 
keld  applyed  to  us  for  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine,  we  delayed  to  give  him  an  answer  till 
you  should,  after  tryall,  approve  of  his  sufficiencie,  and  to  recommend  him  to  us  as  one  worthie  of 
that  degree.  We  relye  so  much  on  your  kyndness  as  not  to  doubt  of  your  granting  our  desyre, 
which  will  oblige  us,  and  particularly,  Honoured  Sir,  your  most  faithful  and  most  humble 
Servant, — Sic  subscribitur,  W.  Carstairs.’  Directed  on  the  back  thus  : ‘ To  the  Honoured 
Doctor  Sinclair,  President  of  the  College  of  Physicians  at  Edinburgh.’  Which  letter  being  read 
and  considered  by  the  Colledge,  they  doe  appoynt  the  President,  Dr  Stewart,  Dr  Riddell,  and 
Dr  Crawfurd,  (two  with  the  President  to  be  a quorum)  to  take  tryall  of  the  said  Mr  Caleb 
Tiirelkeld,  his  qualifications  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine,  and,  if  he  be  found  qualified,  to  recom- 
mend him  to  the  Principall  and  Professors  of  the  said  University  of  Edinburgh,  that  the  degree  of 
Doctor  of  Medicine  may  be  conferred  upon  him  in  manner  as  is  usual  in  the  lyke  caises.’  ” 

There  is  no  other  Minute  regarding  this  person,  who  stands  third  in  the  List  already  referred  to, 
which,  very  remarkably,  intellects  four  persons  not  noticed  in  the  Minutes  between  him  and  the 
next  to  be  mentioned  here.  [See  letter  from  the  Principal  of  the  University,  respecting  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  a Professor  of  Medicine,  and  requesting  opinion  of  the  College  as  to  the  fitness 
of  Dr  James  Crawfurd  for  that  office,  Appendix  E,  Minute  dated  33 d November  1713.] 

(4)  “ November  4.  1718.  Mr  James  Eccles,  son  of  Dr  Eccles,  (No.  8th  in  the  List, 
Stat.  Sol.) — The  President  having  produced  a letter  from  Mr  William  Wisiieart,  Principall  of 
the  University  of  Edinburgh,  to  the  effect  underwritten,  and  whereof  the  tenor  follows,  viz.  ‘ Sir, 
— The  Faculty  here  having  appoynted  our  Professor,  Dr  Crawfurd,  to  examine  a young  Gen- 
tleman, in  order  to  his  receiving  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine,  and  there  being  no  other  phy- 
sician in  this  University  at  present,  it  is  humbly  desyred  by  the.  Faculty  that  your  Royal  Society 
may  be  pleased  to  appoynt  one  or  more  of  their  number  to  joyn  with  Dr  Crawfurd  in  the  said 
examinatione  in  the  Library  of  this  University.  The  tyme  for  it  may  be  either  to-morrow  or  Fry- 
day,  or  any  other  tyme  that  may  be  judged  most  convenient,  only  you  will  be  pleased  to  acquaint 
me,  that  1 may  advertise  Dr  Craufurd.  I am,  Sir,  your  most  humble  Servant, — Sic  subscribi- 
‘ tur,  William  Wisiieart.  Edinburgh,  October  29.  1718.’  Directed  on  the  back  thus  : ‘ To 
Dr  William  Stewart,  Presid1.  of  the  Roy1.  Coll-  of  Phys.  in  EdinV  Which  letter  being  read 
and  considered  by  the  Colledge,  and  the  persones  name  upon  whom  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
Medicine  was  desyred  to  be  conferred,  being  Mr  James  Eccles,  sone  to  Doctor  Eccles  ; 
the  Colledge  therefore  approve  of  the  said  letter,  and  appoynt  Dr  Drummond  and  Dr  Pringle 
to  meet  with  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  at  the  place  named  by  the  letter  foresaid,  upon  such  dayes 
and  dyets  as  they  shall  find  convenient,  and  there  to  take  tryall  of  the  said  Mr  James  Eccles,  his 
qualifications  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine,  and,  being  found  qualified,  to  recommend  him  to  the 
Principall  and  Professsors  of  the  said  University  of  Edinburgh,  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
Medicine  conferred  upon  him  in  such  manner  as  is  usual  in  the  like  caise.” 

Dr  James  Eccles  joined  the  College  as  Licentiate  on  the  24th  March  1719, — when  his 
petition  to  that  effect  stated,  that  ‘ he  had  been  examined  and  approven  by  some  of  their  own 
number  appoynted  for  that  effect,  conforme  to  ane  former  sederunt  thereanent,  and  thereupon 
had  received  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  as  his  patent  or 
diploma  of  graduatione  by  the  said  University,  dated  the  eight  day  of  December  last,  bears,’  &c. 
Fie  became  Fellow  on  the  29th  September  1719. 
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(5.)  “ 24 th  March  1719. — Mr  Robert  Stoddart,  (No.  9.  in  St.  Sol.) — Dr  Stewart,  the  Appendix  (I)-) 
President,  reported  to  the  Colledge,  that  Dr  Crawfurd,  Professor  of  Medicine  in  the  University 
of  Edinburgh,  and  some  of  the  Professors  thereof,  had  acquainted  and  signified  to  him,  that  ihere 
was  a young  gentleman,  named  Mr  (Robert)  Stoddart,  residing  in  , that  had  applyed  to 

the  Principall  and  other  members  of  the  said  University  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine 
conferred  upon  him,  and  that  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd,  being  present,  acknowledged  the  samen, 
and  there  being  no  uthcr  physitian  in  the  said  University  at  present  except  the  said  Dr 
Crawfurd,  he  in  name  of  the  Principall  and  Professors  of  the  said  University,  desyred  that  the 
President  and  Members  of  the  Colledge  of  Physicians  might  appoynt  ane  or  more  of  their 
number  to  joyne  with  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  in  the  examinatione  of  the  said  Mr  (Robert) 

Stoddart  to  the  effect  foresaid,  within  the  Biblotheca  of  the  said  University  at  such  times  as 
they  should  appoynt,  and  that  the  Principall  of  the  said  University  wod  wryte  a letter  to  the 
President  thereanent ; — which  being  considered  by  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  they  thought  the 
proposal  reasonable,  and  thairfor  appoynted  Dr  Rule  and  Dr  Young  to  meet  with  the  said  Dr 
Crawfurd  upon  such  dayes  and  dyets  as  they  should  find  convenient,  and  there  to  take  tryall 
of  the  said  Mr  (Robert)  Stoddart  his  qualifications  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine,  and 
being  found  qualified  to  recommend  him  to  the  Principal  and  Professors  of  the  said  University  of 
Edinburgh,  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  upon  him  in  such  manner  as  is 
usual  in  the  like  caise. 

“ The  said  day  the  Colledge  allow  the  President,  in  caise  of  the  like  occasion  of  any  recom- 
mendation from  the  Principall  and  University  of  the  College  of  Edinburgh,  to  the  Colledge  of  Physi- 
cians for  any  of  their  number  to  joyne  with  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  in  the  examination  of  any  per- 
sone  or  persones  that  shall  desyre  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  to  be  conferred  upon  them  by 
the  said  University  of  Edinburgh,  that  the  President,  by  himself,  appoynt  one  or  two  physicians  for 
that  effect,  without  the  necessity  of  calling  a meeting  of  the  Colledge,  he  alwayes  giveing  ane  ac- 
compt  of  the  names  and  designationes  of  such  persones,  as  so  desyres  to  be  examined  and  recom- 
mended, with  the  physicians’  names  that  shall  be  appoynted  to  be  examinators,  to  the  effect  the 
same  may  be  recorded  in  the  Colledge  sederunt-book ; and  this  to  continue  till  the  next  election 
day  of  the  Colledge.” 

Dr  Crawfurd’s  name  appears  in  the  sederunt  of  this  day.  His  presence  is  again  especially 
noticed  in  the  next  extract. 

(6.)  “ 4>th  August  1719. — Mr  John  Burnett,  (No.  9.  in  St.  Sol.) — Mr  William  Wisheart, 

Principall  of  the  University,  having  desyred  of  the  President  that  two  of  the  members  of  the  Col- 
ledge of  Physicians  might  be  joyned  with  Dr  Crawfurd,  Professor  in  the  said  University,  to  ex- 
amine Mr  John  Burnett,  in  order  to  his  obtaining  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred 
upon  him  by  the  said  University;  and  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  being  present,  earnestly  desyred 
that  the  said  proposal  and  desyre  might  be  granted.  The  Colledge  therefore  appoynt  Dr  Forrest 
and  Dr  Cochrane  to  joyne  with  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  in  the  examination  of  the  said  Mr  John 
Burnett  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine ; and,  he  being  found  qualified,  to  recommend  him  to  the 
Principall  and  Professors  of  the  said  Univer.-ity  of  Edinburgh,  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
Medicine  conferred  upon  him  in  the  usual  manner.” 

Dr  Burnett  became  Licentiate  on  the  10th  August  1719,  when  the  circumstance  of  his 
having  been  examined  by  some  of  the  members  of  the  College  is  mentioned  ; and,  on  the  same  day, 
for  special  reasons,  he  was  admitted  as  a Fellow. 

(7.)  “ 2 7th  October  1719. — Mr  John  Hamilton,  (No.  1 1.  in  St.  Sol.) — The  President  hav- 
ing represented  to  the  Colledge  that  Dr  Crawfurd,  Professor  of  Medicine  in  the  University  of 
Edinburgh,  had  applyed  to  him  for  two  of  the  members  of  the  Colledge  of  Physicians  to  assist  him 
in  the  examination  of  Mr  John  Hamilton,  son  to  Mr  William  Hamilton,  Professor  of  Divi- 
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nity  in  tlie  said  University,  in  order  to  obtain  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine,  to  be  conferred 
upon  him  by  the  said  University:  Thairfor  the  President,  with  consent  of  the  Colledge,  appoynted 
Dr  Mitchell  and  Dr  Forrest  to  joyne  in  the  said  examinations,  and  to  examine  him  upon  all 
the  parts  of  Medicine  to  the  effect  foresaid,  that  so  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  may  be  eon- 
fered  on  him  as  above  said.” 

Dr  Crawfurd’s  name  is  in  the  sederunt. 

There  is  no  farther  notice  of  Mr  John  Hamilton,  between  whom  and  the  next  mention- 
ed there  are  three  in  the  List  Stat.  Sol. 

[See  Minute  relative  to  application  from  Mr  Alexander  Monro,  August  2.  1720, 
Appendix  (E.) 

(8.)  “ 1 9th  March  1723. — Mr  William  Wood,  (No.  15.  in  St.  Sol.) — The  which  day  the 
President  produced  a letter  written  by  the  Rev.  Mr  William  Wisheart,  Principal]  of  the 
University  of  the  Colledge  of  Edinburgh,  direct  to  Dr  Drummond,  President  of  the  Col- 
ledge of  Physicians,  dated  the  15th  March  instant,  mentioning,  that  ane  occasion  offering  to  the 
said  University,  of  conferring  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  on  Mr  William  Wood,  a young 
gentleman,  who  is  to  be  examined  in  order  thereunto  by  their  Professor  Dr  Crawfurd,  and  there 
being  no  other  physician  in  the  University  at  present,  that  the  President  wold  be  pleased  to  lay  the 
samen  before  the  Royal  Colledge  of  Physicians,  that  they  may,  if  they  think  it  expedient,  to  appoynt 
one  or  more  of  their  number  to  joyne  with  their  Professor  in  the  said  examination  in  the  Library 
of  the  University,  and  that  so  soon  as  conveniently  can  be,  and  leaves  it  to  the  President  and  Dr 
Crawfurd  to  agree  about  the  tyme.  This  from,  Sir,  your  most  humble  Servant, — ( Sic  subscri- 
bitur)  William  Wisheart.’  Which  letter  being  read  and  considered  by  the  Colledge  of  Phy- 
sicians, they  appoynted  Dr  Riddell  and  Dr  .Tames  Eccles  to  meet  with  the  said  Dr  James 
Crawfurd  in  the  Library  of  the  Colledge  of  Edinburgh,  and  there  to  take  tryall  of  the  said  Mr 
Wlliam  Wood  his  qualifications  in  all  the  parts  of  Medicine  ; and,  being  found  qualified,  to  re- 
commend him  to  the  Principall  and  Professors  of  the  said  University  of  Edinbuigh,  to  have  the  de- 
gree of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  upon  him  in  the  usual  manner. 

“ The  said  day  the  Colledge  allow  the  President,  in  caise  of  any  more  recommendatory  let- 
ters from  the  Principall  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh  to  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  for  any  of 
their  number  to  joyne  with  the  said  Dr  Crawfurd  in  the  examinatione  of  any  persone  or  persones 
that  shall  desyre  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  to  be  conferred  on  them  by  the  University  of 
Edinburgh,  that  the  President  of  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  by  himself,  is  hereby  empowered  to 
appoynt  two  or  more  Physicians  for  that  effect,  without  the  necessity  of  calling  a meeting  of  the 
Colledge,  they  always  giving  an  account  of  the  names  and  designations  of  such  persones  as  desyre 
to  be  so  examined  and  recommended,  with  the  names  of  the  Physicians  that  shall  be  appoynted  to 
be  examinators,  to  the  end  they  may  be  recorded  in  the  books  of  the  Colledge  of  Physicians  ; and 
this  act  to  continue  until  such  tyme  as  it  shall  be  recalled  by  the  Colledge,  and  no  longer.” 

There  is  another  notice  of  Mr  William  Wood,  but  he  never  joined  the  College.  It  re- 
lates to  liis  having  been  examined,  viz. 

“ 1th  May  1723. — The  President  reported,  that  Dr  Riddell  and  Dr  James  Eccles  had 
met  with  Dr  James  Crawfurd  in  the  Library  of  the  Colledge  of  Edinburgh,  and  assisted  him  in 
the  examinatione  of  Master  William  Wood,  as  to  bis  qualifications  in  order  to  obtain  the  degree 
of  Doctor  of  Medicine  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  and  that  the  said  Mr  William  Wood 
was  examined  accordingly,  and  they  had  recommended  him  to  the  effect  foresaid.” 

Dr  Crawfurd  was  not  present  at  the  two  preceding  meetings. 

[See  Minute  of  recommendation  of  Dr  William  Porterfield  to  a Professorship. — 
21st  November  1723,  Appendix  (E.)] 
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Dr  George  Oswald  {No.  16.  in  St-  Sol  ),  who  became  a Licentiate  on  the  21st  November 
1723,  states  in  his  petition  to  that  effect,  that  he  had  obtained  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine, 
first  at  Rheims  in  1696,  and  secondly  at  the  University  of  Edinburgh  on  November  16th  1723, 
that  is  only  a few  days  before  the  meeting.  Of  course,  on  the  production  of  the  second  diploma, 
he  was  admitted  a Licentiate  without  examination,  which  he  must  have  undergone  if  he  had  pos- 
sessed only  the  former.  The  minute  regarding  his  becoming  Fellow  is  somewhat  out  of  previous 
course,  but  was  followed  afterwards  for  some  time  ; viz. 

“ &th  February  1724. — The  which  day  compeared  Dr  George  Oswald  in  presence  of  the 
College,  and  was  made  a Fellow  and  Socius  thereof,  with  all  the  freedoms,”  &c.  &c. 

(9.)  5th  May  1724. — Mr  Aaron  Wood.  (No.  18.  in  St.  Sol.  one  being  interposed  between 
him  and  Dr  Oswald). — “ The  President  reported  that  he  had  received  a letter  from  Mr  William 
Wisheart,  Principal  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  dated  the  18th  day  of  March  last,  desyring 
the  favour  of  one  or  more  of  the  members  of  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  to  meet  and  joyne  with 
Dr  James  Crawfurd,  Professor  of  Medicine  in  the  said  University,  to  examine  one  Mr  Aaron 
Wood,  in  order  to  his  receiving  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  from  the  said  University ; and 
that  the  President,  according  to  the  power  given  him  by  sederunt  of  the  Colledge,  dated  the  19th 
day  of  March  1723,  did  appoynt  Dr  Oswald  and  Dr  Porterfield  to  meet  with  the  said  l)r 
Crawfurd,  and  joyne  with  him  in  the  examinations  of  the  said  Mr  Aaron  Wood;  which  ac- 
cordingly they  did,  and  had  recommended  him  as  sufficient  to  receive  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
Medicine  from  the  said  University.” 

Dr  Crawfurd  not  present.  No  farther  notice  of  Mi’  Aaron  Wood. 

“ The  same  day  (5th  May  1724),  the  Colledge  ordered  that,  for  hereafter,  when  the  Presi- 
dent shall  appoynt  any  of  the  Members  of  the  Colledge  to  meet  with  Dr  Crawfurd,  Professor 
of  Medicine  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  for  examining  any  persones  that  shall  desyre  the  de- 
gree of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  on  him  by  the  said  University ; that  before  any  such  physi- 
cians be  appoynted,  that  the  Clerk  to  the  Colledge  shall  have  a crown  for  his  payns  thereanent.” 

(10.)  6th  August  1724. — Mr  John  Nicholl.  (No.  19.  in  St.  Sol.) — “ Dr  William 
Stewart,  Pro-Preses,  reported  that  he  had,  in  the  President’s  absence,  in  compliance  with  a let- 
ter direct  to  him  from  Mr  William  Wisheart,  Principal  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  ap- 
poynted Dr  Dicksone  and  Dr  Riddell,  to  meet  with  and  joyne  with  Dr  James  Crawfurd, 
Professor  of  Medicine  in  the  said  University  of  Edinburgh,  in  the  examinatione  of  Mr  John 
Nicholl,  in  order  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  conferred  upon  him  by  the  said 
University  which  accordingly  they  did,  and  had  recommended  him  as  sufficiently  qualified  for 
obtaining  thereof ; he  having  given  a crown  to  the  Clerk  to  the  Colledge  of  Physicians,  and  twelve 
shillings  Scots  to  the  officer,  as  their  dues.” 

No  more  notice  of  Mr  John  Nicholl.  Dr  Crawfurd’s  name  in  the  sederunt. 

(11.)  4 th  May  1725. — Mr  John  Gibsone.  (No.  21.  in  St.  Sol.; — “ The  President  re- 
ported that,  in  complyance  with  a letter  direct  to  him  (dated  the  1st  April  last),  from  Mr  Wil- 
liam Hamilton,  Professor  of  Divinity  in  the  Colledge  of  Edinburgh,  (in  absence  of  Mr  Wil- 
liam Wisheart,  Principall  of  the  said  University),  had  appoynted  Dr  Dicksone  and  Dr  Os- 
wald to  meet  and  joyne  with  Dr  James  Crawfurd,  Professor  of  Medicine  in  the  said  University, 
in  the  examinatione  of  Mr  John  Gibsone,  in  order  to  have  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine 
conferred  upon  him  by  the  said  University ; which  accordingly  they  did,  and  had  recommended 
him  as  sufficiently  qualified  for  obtaining  thereof ; he  having  given  a crown  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Colledge  of  Physicians,  and  one  shilling  sterling  to  the  officer,  as  their  dues.” 

No  farther  notice  of  Mr  John  Gibsone.  Dr  Crawfurd  not  present. 
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It  appears,  therefore,  from  the  Minutes,  that  eleven  gentlemen  were  thus  examined  by 
the  College  with  a view  to  obtaining  Degrees  from  the  University.  But  in  the  list  appended 
to  Stat.  Sol.,  the  number  is  twenty-one  under  Class  “ I.  Ii,  qui  ad  gradum  hunc  (Med.  Doct.) 
admissi  sunt  ante  institutam  Facultatem  Medicam,  testimonio  plerumque  quorundam  e 
Coll.  Regio  Medicorum  Edinensi  Senatui  Aeademico  commendati,”  &c.  The  expression 
plerumque,  in  clearing  up  the  discrepancy,  proves  that,  in  certain  cases,  such  a testimonial  was 
not  required. 

The  Minute  regarding  thanks  from  Regents  of  University  for  past  services,  &c.  of  1st 
November  1726,  is  given  in  the  Report,  p.  35.  It  evidently  alludes  to  the  appointment  by 
the  Town-Council  of  Drs  Rutherford,  Andrew  Sinclair,  Andrew  Plummer,  and  John 
Tnnes,  all  Fellows  of  the  College;  for  which,  see  Appendix  (E.) 


APPENDIX  (E.) 

Minutes  regarding  Appointment  of  Professorships  in  the  University. 

For  a reason  stated  in  Appendix  (D)  this  may  be  given  without  introduction. 

(1.)  23d  November  1713. — Dr  James  Crawfurd. — “A  letter  being  presented  to  the  College 
from  Mr  William  Carstairs,  Principal  of  the  College  of  Edinburgh,  directed  to  Dr  Sinclair, 
President,  dated  20th  November  1713  ; wherein  he  represents  that  it  might  be  of  public  advantage  to 
have  a Professor  of  Medicine  established  in  their  University,  and  that  Dr  James  Crawfurd  being 
mentioned  to  them  as  being  peculiarly  fitted  for  that  post,  the  University  thought  it  proper  to  acquaint 
the  College  of  Physicians  with  the  affair,  that  they  might  be  favoured  with  the  character  of  that  gen- 
tleman before  they  made  application  to  their  patrons  about  it  ; which  letter  being  read  in  presence 
of  the  College,  they  were  very  well  pleased  with  the  qualifications  of  the  said  gentleman  above  men- 
tioned, as  very  fit  for  that  post,  and  gave  him  a very  ample  character,  and  recommended  to  the  Pre- 
sident to  give  a return  to  the  said  Principal  of  the  College  of  Edinburgh  his  said  letter  in  favors 
of  the  said  Doctor  Crawfurd,  who  is  a Fellow  of  the  said  Society  of  Physicians  ; and  they  also 
recommend  that  the  President  give  thanks  in  name  of  the  College  to  the  Principal  and  Masters 
of  the  said  University,  for  their  civility  to  the  College.” — Dr  Crawfurd  was  not  present. 

(2  ) 2d  August  1720. — Mr  Alexander  Monro. — “ The  President  represented,  that  Alexan- 
der Monro,  Professor  of  Anatomy,  had  by  his  petition  applied  to  the  College  craving  a recom- 
mendation from  them  to  the  Magistrates  of  Edinburgh,  in  his  favour  as  a fit  person  deserving  fur- 
ther encouragement  in  that  matter.  The  College  after  the  hearing  of  the  said  petition  read,  granted 
the  desire  thereof,  and  appointed  the  President  to  sign  a recommendation  in  name  of  the  College 
in  bis  favors.” 

(3.)  21s£  November  1723. — Dr  William  Porterfield. — “ All  the  members  of  the  College 

present,  signed  a recommendation  in  favour  of  Dr  William  Porterfield  to  teach  the  Institutes 
and  Practice  of  Medicine,  which  is  a9  follows  in  these  words  : 

“ We  the  President,  Censors,  and  other  members  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edin- 
burgh, taking  into  our  serious  consideration  the  great  loss  our  youth  sustain  from  their  not  having 
Medicine  in  all  its  parts  taught  in  this  place,  and  the  great  advantage  that  would  redound  to  such 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  good  town  of  Edinburgh,  as  have  sons  who  are  to  follow  medicine  by  hav- 
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ing  them  completely  instructed  in  that  science  at  home,  at  no  greater  charge  than  a small  gratifica 
tion  to  the  undertaker;  as  also,  that  in  the  event  good  numbers  of  students  not  only  from  all  parts 
of  our  own  country,  but  lykewise  from  England  and  Ireland,  might  be  induced  to  come  here  for  their 
improvement  in  Medicine,  and  spend  that  money  amongst  us,  which  otherwayes  they  are  oblidged 
to  carie  abroad  to  forraigne  Universities  : And  wee  being  informed  by  Dr  William  Porterfield, 
one  of  our  members,  that  he  designes  to  give  Coliedges  upon  the  Institutes  and  Practice  of  Medi- 
cine, provyded  that  he  get  suitable  incouragement,  doe  aplaud  his  design,  and  think  ourselves 
obleidged  (in  justice  to  his  merite)  to  recommend  him  to  all  concerned,  as  a persone  well  qualified 
for  such  an  undertaking,  and  worthy  of  all  encouragement. — In  witness  whereof,  we  have  subscryved 
the  presente  at  our  Hall  in  Edinburgh,  the  twenty-one  day  of  November  1723  year.  Sic  Subr, 
Jo.  Drummond,  Preses ; Robt  Trotter,  And""  Melvill,  Wm  Stewart,  Da vd  Dickson, 
Thomas  Young,  Wm  Learmont,  Jo.  Riddell,  Fran.  Pringle,  Censor , Robt  Lowis,  Censor, 
Jo.  Clerk,  Jo.  Learmont,  James  Eccles,  Charles  Alstoun.  Members  not  present  at  the 
sederunt  subscryving  afterwards.  Sic  Sub'.,  ED  Eizat,  Gilbt  Rule,  Jas  Robertson,  Wm  Coch- 
rane.” 

Dr  Crawfurd  is  named  in  the  sederunt,  but  does  not  subscribe  the  letter,  and,  it  may  be  added. 
Dr  Porterfield  himself  appears  to  have  been  present. 

(4.)  9th  February  1726.  Drs  John  Rutherford,  And.  Sinclair,  And.  Plummer,  and  John 
Innes — W ith  these  notices,  must  be  conjoined  the  Minute  of  Town  Council  regarding  the  appoint- 
ment of  other  Professors,  given  in  Bower’s  History  of  the  University,  (vol.  ii.  page  205,  &c.)  It 
sustains  the  assertion,  that  the  Faculty  was  made  up  from  the  Fellows  of  the  College,  and  as  men- 
tioned in  Appendix  D.,  the  proceeding  is  referred  to  in  the  thanks  communicated  at  the  meeting 
of  1st  November  1726,  when  all  the  four  persons  named,  together  with  Dr  Porterfield,  but  not 
Dr  Crawfurd,  were  present. 

Edinburgh,  9th  February  1726. — “The  Lord  Provost,  &c.,  being  convened  in  Council,  anent 
the  petition  given  in  by  John  Rutherford,  And.  Sinclair,  And.  Plummer,  and  John  Innes, 
Fellows  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  at  Edinburgh,  shewing  that  the  petitioners  had,  under 
the  Council’s  protection,  undertaken  the  professing  and  teaching  of  medicine  in  this  city,  and,  by 
the  encouragement  which  the  Council  bad  been  pleased  to  grant  them,  had  carried  it  on  with 
some  success  : That,  was  medicine  professed  and  taught  in  the  College  by  the  petitioners,  it  would 
tend  more  to  promote  it,  than  to  have  it  taught  and  professed  in  the  manner  hitherto  undertaken  : 
That  the  sole  power  of  instituting  such  professions  in  the  College,  and  of  electing  persons  qualified 
to  profess  the  same,  was  vested  in  the  Council  : J'hat  the  promoting  the  aforesaid  profession  was 

only  what  was  intended  by  the  petitioners,  which  would  tend  to  the  benefit  and  honour  of  this  city 
and  country  : Craving,  therefore,  the  Council  to  institute  the  profession  in  the  College  of  Edin- 
burgh, and  appoint  the  petitioners  to  teach  and  profess  the  same,  as  the  petition  bears.  Which  be- 
ing maturely  considered,  and  the  Council  being  fully  convinced  that  nothing  can  contribute  more  to 
the  flourishing  of  this  or  any  other  College,  than  that  all  the  parts  of  academical  learning  be  profess- 
ed and  taught  in  them  by  able  Professors,  were  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
this  College, .city,  and  country,  that  medicine  in  all  its  branches  be  taught  and  professed  here,  by 
such  a number  of  Professors  of  that  science  as  may  by  themselves  promote  students  to  their  degrees, 
with  as  great  solemnity  as  is  done  in  any  other  College  or  University  at  home  or  abroad.  The 
Council  further  considering,  that  the  petitioners  above  mentioned  have  given  the  clearest  proof  of 
their  capacity  and  ability  to  teach  the  above  valuable  ends  and  purposes,  they  having  already  pro- 
fessed and  taught  medicine  with  good  success  and  advantage,  and  with  the  approbation  of  all  the 
learned  in  that  science  here,  do  therefore  unanimously  constitute,  nominate,  and  appoint,  &c.  & c., 
with  full  power  &c.,  and,  particularly,  to  examine  candidates,  and  to  do  every  thing  requisite  and 
necessary  to  the  graduation  of  Doctors  of  Medicine,  as  amply  and  fully,  and  with  all  the  solemnities, 
that  the  same  is  practised  and  done  by  the  Professors  of  Medicine  in  any  College  or  University 
whatsoever,”  &c.  &c. 
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APPENDIX  (F.) 

Copy  of  Resolution  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  referred  to,  foot-note  at  page  28  th 

of  Report. 

11th  of  Aug.  1682. — “It  is  resolved  and  agreed  by  the  College,  that  hereafter  no  person 
shall  be  licensed  to  practise  Medicine  in  the  city  of  Edinburgh  or  suburbs  thereof,  except  he  be 
first  ane  Graduat  Doctor  of  Physick.  But  that  upon  application  made  to  the  Colledge  by 
any  person  in  the  country  for  a licence  to  practise  in  the  country,  the  Colledge,  after  examinatione 
and  tryall  of  the  qualificatione  of  any  such  person,  may  grant  a Licence  or  Certificat  to  him  as  a fit 
person  sufficiently  qualified  for  practising  Physick  in  the  country.  But  if  such  a person  shall 
happen  to  come  into  Edinburgh,  he  shall  not  have  allowance  to  practise  there  without  a new  Exa- 
minatione and  Licence,  and  be  first  a Graduat  Doctor.” 

The  seemingly  ludicrous  difference,  between  fitness  or  competency  to  practise  Physic  in 
town  and  in  country,  must  not  be  imputed  entirely  to  an  erroneous  notion  of  dignity  on  the 
part  of  the  Fellows.  They  had  almost  certainly  a view  to  income  arising  from  licences ; and, 
at  all  events,  during  the  same  meeting,  made  a pecuniary  distinction  which  may  in  part  ex- 
plain the  case. 

“ Resolved  and  agreed,  that  hereafter  any  Physician  graduat  before  the  Patent,  upon  application 
to  the  Colledge  for  a licence  to  practise  in  Edinburgh,  he  shall  without  any  examination,  upon  pay- 
ment to  the  Treasurer  of  five  pounds  Sterling,  have  a licence  to  practise  in  Edinburgh,  he  having 
his  ordinary  residence  in  the  country,  and  giving  Bond  to  pay  other  five  pounds  Sterling  if  he  shall 
happen  to  come  in  to  reside  and  practise  in  Edinburgh,  and  shall  oblige  himself  to  enter  a Candi- 
date whenever  the  College  shall  require  him,  and  pay  all  the  dues  of  a Candidate.” 

The  decision  in  the  case  of  Dr  Melville,  who,  however,  was  examined,  having  been 
graduated  after  the  Patent,  shows  that  something  similar  had  taken  place  diming  the  period 
of  which  the  Minutes  are  lost. 

5th  July  1694. — “ The  College,  considering  the  good  qualifications,  &c.  and  that  he  resides  in 
the  country,  whereby  he  cannot  always  attend  here,  and  being  unwilling  to  put  him  to  furder  trouble 
of  attending  a new  dyet,  and  having  formerly  admitted  such  as  reside  in  the  country  Socius  after 
the  same  manner,  therefore  they  do  admit,  &c — the  Treasurer  having  acknowledged  that  he  had 
received,  &c.  which  is  the  whole  sum  in  use  to  be  payed  according  to  the  Acts,  &c.  by  every  one, 
& c.  residing  within  the  town  of  Edinburgh,”  &c. 

Then  a regulation  settled  “ that  those  Physicians  who  live  in  the  country,  and  have  only  payd 

a part  of  the  College  dues,  should  not  have  liberty  to  vote  till  they  pay  the  full  dues,”  &c See 

Min.  21st  Sept.  1695,  and  24th  of  the  same  month,  when  this  was  read  a third  time,  and  became 
a law.  We  have  here,  therefore,  the  origin  and  nature  of  the  difference  between  resident  and 
non-resident  Fellows,  &c. 

See  another  distinction,  somewhat  connected,  if  not  merely  nominal,  in  Minutes  30th  Oct., 
1st  Nov.,  and  4th  ditto,  1695,  in  vol.  2.  but  deleted. 

“ The  College,  taking  into  their  consideration  that  debates  may  arise  in  determining  what  are 
Honorary  and  what  are  Ordinary  Members,  to  prevent  such  debates,  do  statute  and  determine  that 
Honorary  Members  are  those  who  have  power  to  practise  Medicine  within  the  precincts  of  the 
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College,  if  they  be  graduate  Physicians,  and  may  be  present  at  the  meeting  of  the  College,  but 
have  no  power  to  vote,  to  elect,  or  be  elected,  or  of  bearing  any  office  in  the  College.” — 
“ That  he  who  is  duly  graduate,  examined,  and  approved  of  by  the  College,  is  a residenter  in 
Edinburgh,  and  paid  the  whole  dues,  is  a Socius  and  Ordinary  Member,”  &c. 

This  law  came  immediately  into  operation,  for  we  find — 

1th  Nov.  e.  a.ib. — “Carried  by  plurality  of  votes,  that  seeing  Dr  Brisbane  contented  himself 
in  being  an  Honorary  Member,  and  refused  to  pay  the  ordinary  dues  of  the  College,  and  there 
being  no  act  in  his  favours,  the  College  declares  him  an  Honorary  Member  until  he  apply  and  pay 
the  dues.” 

This  application  of  the  term  Honorary,  it  seems,  therefore,  was  somewhat  different  from 
the  use  subsequently,  when  it  was  given  to  persons  not  of  the  Medical  profession,  with  various 
modifications.  Sir  William  Anstruther,  for  example,  one  of  the  Senators  of  the  College 
of  Justice,  was,  on  6th  November  1699,  elected  an  Honorary  Socius,  “ with  the  privilege  of  a 
vote,”  which  is  not  mentioned  in  the  instances  of  the  Earl  of  Maiichmont  and  Lord  White- 
hill,  15tli  May  1696.  Again,  a proposal  having  been  made,  24th  March  1707,  to  admit 
several  Honorary  Members,  we  learn,  3d  June  following,  simply  that  diplomas  had  been 
given  to  the  Earls  of  Errol  and  Glasgow  ; and  on  5th  August,  to  the  Earl  of  Leven,  Lord 
Prestonhall,  and  Lord  Minto.  In  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Argyle,  Nov.  30,  1758,  the 
terms  were — “ in  Collegium  cooptat,  Socium  Honorarium  adsciscit,  omniumque  honorum 
quihus  Socii  Honorarii  fruuntur,  participem  facit,” — a form  generally  adhered  to  afterwards. 

It  may  be  worth  mentioning,  that  as,  by  the  Charter,  the  Professors  of  Medicine  in  the 
Universities  of  Scotland  were  entitled  to  demand  admission  as  Honorary  Members,  the  Col- 
lege resolved,  24th  February  1774,  to  distinguish  them,  in  the  printed  lists,  “ by  some  proper 
mark  from  the  Honorary  Members  admitted  by  voluntary  act”  The  eclectic  judgment  of  the 
College  from  the  very  outset  will  not  be  disputed.  Witness,  inter  alia,  the  names  of  David 
Gregory,  Hans  Sloan,  John  Arbutiinot,  Richard  Mead,  John  Huxham,  Van  Swieten, 
Senac,  Linnaeus,  Haller,  Gaubius,  Stork,  Zimmerman,  Sir  Joseph  Banks,  Camper, 
Vicq  D’Azyr,  Richter,  Rumford,  Jenner,  Matthew  Baillie.  That  the  title  was  really 
meant  to  be  a distinction,  is  proved  by  the  Minute  of  6th  May  1760,  when,  in  reply  to  a 
foreigner  of  some  note  who  desired  to  be  so  admitted,  the  Secretary  was  directed  to  in- 
form him,  “ the  College  had  never  yet  assumed  any  Honorary  Member  upon  petition, — hut 
of  their  own  proper  motion.”  A similar  remark  is  made,  hut,  of  course,  for  a very  different 
purpose,  in  the  letter  addressed  to  Dr  Jenner,  conveying  the  resolution  in  his  behalf,  and  is 
noticed  by  him  in  these  words  : — “ Highly  as  I prize  every  honour  which  I receive,  yet  I will 
acknowledge  that  yours  was  more  than  ordinarily  gratifying,  both  on  account  of  its  rarity, 
and  of  the  high  reputation  winch  your  College  enjoys  of  never  acting  from  sentiments  of 
favour  and  unmerited  partiality.” — (Minutes,  5th  August  1806.)  Among  the  acknowledg- 
ments made  on  such  an  occasion,  it  may  be  added,  that  of  the  illustrious  Linnasus,  recorded 
3d  November  1773,  is  the  most  remarkable. 

Now,  it  is  matter  of  regret,  there  are  no  such  titular  Members,  owing  to  the  Stamp 
Laws,  the  burthen  of  which  could  neither  be  well  borne  by  the  College,  nor  with  delicacy 
imposed  on  the  recipient  of  the  honour.  An  attempt  to  obtain  relief  from  it  failed, — the 
Secretary  of  the  Commissioners  having  replied  to  a letter  on  that  subject,  that  the  Board  did 
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s'dix  (F).  not  find  in  the  act  any  exemption  of  the  admissions  of  Honorary  Fellows  from  the  stamp- 
duty,  and  that  the  Board  therefore  apprehended  such  to  be  equally  liable  to  the  duty  with 
others.  (Minute  4th  May  1813  contains  both  documents.)  So  far  as  they  might  be  con- 
cerned, accordingly,  the  revenue  now  derives  not  a shilling  from  an  exaction,  which  even  in 
the  case  ot  Ordinary  Fellows  ought  undoubtedly  to  be  abated, — more  especially  if  preceded 
by  a licence, — when  the  whole  duty  amounts  at  present  to  L.40.  But,  by  a recent  regulation 
of  the  College,  already  referred  to,  the  latter  may  be  dispensed  with.  We  have  here,  there- 
fore, one  proof  of  an  error  in  the  policy  of  taxation  long  committed  in  this  country,  A mo- 
derate duty  would  have  been  cheerfully  paid,  and  so  frequently,  indeed,  as  to  be  really  advan- 
tageous to  the  revenue : on  the  contrary,  an  excessive  rate  has  become  totally  unproductive 
in  one  case,  and  is  likely  to  be  nearly  as  inoperative  in  another. 

Before  quitting  the  Resolution  of  11th  August  1682,  relative  to  licences  for  practising 
in  the  country,  it  may  be  stated  that  the  idea  was  probably  taken  from  the  statute  14th  and 
15th  Henry  VI IT.  c.  5.  (containing  the  charter  of  the  London  College),  towards  the  close  of 
which  it  is  said,  “ and  where  that  in  dioceses  in  England,  out  of  London,  it  is  not  light  to 
find  alvvay  men  able  sufficiently  to  examine  such  as  shall  be  admitted  to  exercise  Pliysick  in 
them,  that  it  may  be  enacted,  &c.  That  no  person  from  henceforth  be  suffered  to  exercise  or 
practise  in  Pliysick  through  England,  until  such  time  as  lie  be  examined  at  London,  by  the 
said  President  and  three  of  the  said  Elects : and  to  have  from  the  said  President  or  Elects, 
Letters  Testimonials  of  their  approving  and  examination,  except  he  be  a Graduate  of  Oxford 
or  Cambridge,  which  hath  accomplished  all  things  for  his  form,  without  any  grace.”  The  case 
of  Licentiates  extra  urbem,  afterwards  referred  to  in  the  Report,  seems  connected  with  this  ; 
and,  it  will  be  observed,  they  need  not  be  Graduate  Doctors.  What  had  been  thus  enjoined 
by  authority,  which,  however,  as  no  specific  penalty  was  annexed  to  transgression,  proved 
comparatively  ineffectual — the  only  remedy  being  by  indictment  for  a misdemeanour — appears 
to  have  been  aimed  at  by  the  College  of  Edinburgh  in  a different  manner,  namely,  through 
the  influence  or  eclat  which  a testimonial  from  them  might  produce.  It  is  perfectly  evident 
their  licence  for  the  country  would  have  no  legal  force,  whereas  that  of  London,  in  virtue  of 
the  statute,  might  be  viewed  as  equivalent  to  a degree  from  Oxford  or  Cambridge.  One  ob- 
tained elsewhere  would  not  exempt  the  holders  from  the  statute.  “ According  to  the  opinion 
of  C.  J.  Mansfield,  a Doctor’s  diploma  does  not  itself  entitle  the  possessor  to  practise  in  the 
country  parts  (provinces)  of  England.  He  must  be  an  extra  licentiate  of  the  Royal  College 
of  Physicians  (London),  or  Medical  Graduate  of  an  English  University.  The  provincial 
physician,  unless  thus  protected,  is  placed  under  very  humiliating  circumstances ; he  is  only 
a Doctor  by  courtesy , and  therefore  cannot  claim  rank,  or  defend  himself  in  courts  of  law.” — 
Med.  Jurisp.  by  Paris  and  Fonblanque,  vol.  i.  j>.  17,  n.  As  observed  there,  “ It  is  true” — 
and  well  it  is  so — “ that  the  College  has  no  means  of  punishing  the  disobedient  in  the  country,” 
— for  the  reason  above  mentioned,  with  the  qualification.  No  more  need  be  said,  though  a great 
deal  might,  as  to  the  necessity  for  some  interference  in  behalf  of  all  properly  qualified  persons, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  against  the  practice  of  those  who  are  truly  incompetent.  But 
it  may  well  be  questioned,  whether  any  exercise  of  power  alone  would  ever  be  effectual  for 
both  or  either  of  these  purposes  ; and,  at  all  events,  till  the  discovery  be  made  how  it  can,  the 
object  of  the  profession  universally  ought  to  be  the  right  guidance  of  the  public  mind  as  to 
general  and  professional  education.  The  true  remedy,  in  other  wrords,  must  be  sought  for  in 
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opinion,  not  in  power ; and,  really,  all  things  considered,  one  would  think  it  not  difficult  to 
be  found, — more  especially  in  an  age  which  has  surely  knowledge  enough  to  perceive  the 
expediency  of  undergoing  discipline  for  the  duties  of  a practitioner.  But  farther,  Medicine, 
imperfect  as  it  has  hitherto  been,  and  often  foiled  in  its  aim,  is  nevertheless  reckoned  among 
the  excellencies,  while  it  is  felt  to  be  one  of  the  necessities,  of  the  social  state.  The  profes- 
sion of  it,  accordingly,  is  dignified  by  its  rank  and  title  as  learned  ; and  it  is  honoured  by  the 
respect  shown  to  its  legitimate  cultivators.  Nay,  it  is  virtually  esteemed,  even  in  the  absurd 
and  often  dangerous  preference  awarded  to  those  by  whom  it  is  unworthily  practised  ; for 
though,  as  Bacon  says,  “ in  all  times,  in  the  opinion  of  the  multitude,  witches,  and  old 
women,  and  impostors,  have  had  a competition  with  physicians,”  the  very  contest  is  an  admis- 
sion in  favour  of  the  art.  Let  it,  therefore,  he  more  extensively  known  to  mankind, — prove 
to  them  what  it  can  and  what  it  cannot  do, — give  every  facility  for  acquiring  some  informa- 
tion regarding  its  elements, — and  an  infallible  consequence  will  be,  a due  appreciation  of  those 
who  best  understand  it, — without  enactments  wrhich  are  s ure  to  be  odious,  and  without  privi- 
leges which  are  equally  sure  to  exclude  merit.  A decision  of  the  Legislature,  simply  providing 
for  competent  qualifications,  hut  abolishing  all  corporate  tyranny,  while  it  sanctioned  every 
tantamount  credential,  may  be  prayed  for  as  the  only  boon  under  which  Medicine  can  vindi- 
cate its  character,  as  truly  philosophical  in  nature  and  merciful  in  energy.  Another  Appen- 
dix will  exhibit  some  of  the  many  operose  plans  which  modern  ingenuity  would  have  foisted 
on  the  United  Kingdoms  under  the  highest  authority. 


APPENDIX  (G.) 

“ The  famous  cause  between  the  Surgeons  and  the  simple  Apothecaries , Sj-c.”  referred  to  at 

Note,  p.  31. 

It  is  perfectly  impossible  to  understand  the  bitter  controversy  glanced  at,  without  a la- 
bour that  would  have  taxed  a Gibbon  or  a Niebuhr.  A few  details  will  indicate  what  is 
necessary  for  a full  expiscation. 

The  Chirurgeons,  in  conjunction  with  the  Barbers,  were  erected  into  a Deaconry  Incorpora- 
tion, by  a seal  of  cause  from  the  Town  of  Edinburgh,  dated  1st  July  1505.  That  deed,  inter  alia, 
gave  them  liberty  to  distil  aqua  vitae,  which,  after  nearly  a hundred  years’  possession,  was  recalled. 
By  that  deed,  too,  they  obtained  a vote  in  the  election  of  Magistrates.  They  were  obliged,  as  the 
seal  of  cause  has  it,  “ to  knaw  in  vvhilk  member  the  sign  had  dominion,  to  give  a dinner  at  then- 
upset  to  the  masters,  and  to  take  no  apprentices  but  such  as  could  read  and  write,”  &c. — See 
Account  of  Apothecaries,  &c.  in  No.  6.  Fol.  Coll.  (V.  h.  25.)  College  Library. 

Various  other  acts,  as  in  1575,  1641,  1649,  1650,  1655,  1657,  1659,  1660,  1664,  & c. 
subsequently,  made  in  their  favour  by  the  Town,  manifest  the  good  understanding  which  long  sub- 
sisted between  the  two  bodies.  Some  of  these  acts  are  very  important:  those  of  1655  and  1657, 
but  particularly  the  former,  served  as  the  basis  of  several  harsh  “ Observations,”  an  extract  from 
which  was  printed  in  an  Historical  Account,  & c.  p.  13.  The  whole  of  the  acts  ought,  if  possible, 
to  be  had,  and  the  confirmations  of  any  or  all  of  them,  by  James  IV.  and  VI.  Charles  I.  1641,  and 
Charles  II.  1670. — See  Historical  Account,  p.  12.  The  act  1657,  for  the  first  time,  it  is  pro- 
bable, introduced  the  title  Chirurgeon-Apothecary,  in  the  manner,  and  for  the  purpose,  stated  in 
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Appendix  (G).  the  above  work,  p.  14.  On  that  act,  the  Chirurgeons  prosecuted  such  Apothecaries  as  did  not 
comply  with  their  rules.  See  the  case  of  Patrick  Cunningham,  a simple  apothecary,  which  oc- 
curred so  late  as  1681.  It  gave  rise  to  the  famous  decreet  of  separation,  after  very  great  pleading ; 
Sir  G.  Mackenzie,  Sir  John  Lauder  (Fountainhall^  and  Mr  Colin  Mackenzie,  being  on  the 
side  of  the  Chirurgeons,  as  counsel ; Sir  George  Lockhart,  Sir  John  Dalrymple  (Earl  of 
Stair),  and  Mr  David  Cunningham  (Sir  David  C.),  on  that  of  the  Apothecaries.  Some  of  the 
law  papers  in  this  case  are  in  the  College  of  Physicians,  to  which  they  were  presented  by  one  of 
the  Apothecaries,  William  Adams.  The  act  of  1657,  as  to  the  combination  of  Chirurgeon  and 
Apothecary,  was  reduced  by  the  decree  of  separation,  which,  however,  left  it  in  force  as  to  the 
erection  of  the  Apothecaries  into  a fraternity.  These,  accordingly,  in  1684,  petitioned  the  Town- 
Council  to  have  a visitor  for  convening  them,  and  trying  entrants.  Their  prayer  was  at  first 
granted  (ib.  18),  but  subsequently  stopped  “ by  the  importunity  of  the  Deacon  of  the  Chirurgeons.” 
In  consequence,  the  Apothecaries  applied  to  the  Court  of  Session,  complaining  of  the  Town- 
Council,  &c..  The  Court,  having  ordained  the  Town-Council  to  answer,  and  having  considered 
petition  and  answers,  nominated  a simple  Apothecary  to  be  visitor.  In  1685,  the  Apothecaries 
applied  to  the  Town-Council  to  appoint  a visitor,  in  terms  of  the  Lords’  sentence ; but  the  Town- 
Council,  in  manifest  contempt  of  the  Lords’  authority,”  named  a Chirurgeon  and  an  Apothecary 
to  be  visitors.  This  brought  another  application  to  the  Lords  from  the  Apothecaries,  who  ob- 
tained a decision  in  their  favour.  They  again,  therefore,  applied  to  the  Town-Council  (in  1686), 
“ who,  notwithstanding  of  the  repeated  interloquitors  of  the  Lords  of  Session,  did  again  name  a 
Chirurgeon  and  an  Apothecary  visitors.”  This  was  represented  to  the  Lords,  who,  the  Magistrates 
having  neglected  to  give  in  answers,  &c.  (ib.  18.),  ordained  them  to  be  cited  by  a macer  to  com- 
pear. They  did  so,  when  the  Lords  found  the  nomination  of  the  Chirurgeon  to  be  void  and 
null,  (ib.)  The  next  year,  however,  (1687),  the  Town-Council  again  named  a visitor;  upon 
which,  the  Apothecaries  gave  in  a complaint  against  the  proceeding.  To  this  the  Chirurgeon- 
Apothecaries  replied,  “ narrating  that  they  had  procured  a patent,  dated  at  Windsor,  September 
25.  1686,  vvhereby  the  King,  by  his  absolute  authority  and  dispensing  potver,  did  reunite  the  two 
employments,  notwithstanding  of  any  decreet  of  the  Lords  of  Session  to  the  contrary.”  This  pa- 
tent, it  is  said  (18),  was  not  produced,  and  “ the  Lords  discharged  the  persons  nominated  by  the 
Town-Council  to  officiate,  and  appointed  a simple  Apothecary  visitor.” 

In  1688,  the  Apothecaries  having  a fifth  time  (p.  19)  applied  to  the  Town-Council,  the 
Chirurgeons  were  ordered  to  see  and  answer ; who  founded  upon  their  patent  formerly  mentioned, 
and  a letter  from  the  E.  of  M.  (Earl  of  Mar),  then  Secretary  to  the  E.  of  P.  (Earl  of  Perth), 
then  Chancellor,  importing  that  his  Majesty  (James  II.)  would  take  the  affair  upon  himself,  and 
in  the  mean  time  did  order  procedure  to  be  stopped  relating  thereto.  But  the  Lords  of  Session, 
without  regarding  their  patent,  though  the  dispensing  power  itself  was  interposed,  did  appoint  a 
simple  Apothecary  visitor  for  that  year.  • 

The  two  patents  of  New-Mercat  and  Windsor,  together  with  the  Earl  of  Mar’s  letter  to 
Perth,  and  Minutes  regarding  them,  would  require  to  be  minutely  examined. — See  No.  6.  p.  2. 
Fol.  Coll. 

The  Town-Council,  for  the  sixth  time,  disregarding  the  decreet  of  the  Lords  of  Session,  “ did, 
on  the  24th  June  1696,  make  an  act,  ratifying  and  confirming  their  act  1657,”  &c.  (p.  19).  This 
act  (1696),  and  the  act  1657,  were  both  printed  by  the  Chirurgeons,  “ together  with  their  new 
patent.” — See  remarks  on  them  in  Historical  Account,  p.  1 9,  &c. 

Previously,  however,  the  patent  “ founded  on  the  dispensing  power  (the  Revolution  coming 
on  the  same  year)  was  laid  aside  for  some  time yet,  it  is  said,  (ib.  20),  in  the  year  1693,  the 
same  was  offered  to  be  ratified  in  Parliament,  but  was  deservedly  thrown  out.  According  to  the 

same  account  (p.  20),  one  of  the  Chirurgeons  “ did  prevail  with  Mr then  Secretary,  to 

procure  a new  patent  from  K.  W.  and  Q.  M.”  (William  and  Mary). 

The  patent  founded  on  the  dispensing  power  (1681),  particularly  noticed  (ib.  21),  as  the 
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basis  of  the  new  one  applied  for,  which  is  characterised  as  “ the  most  admirable  piece  of  Gallima- 
thias  that  ever  dropt  from  a pen.”  It  is  discussed  at  length  (ib.  21,  et  seq.) 

In  p.  25,  it  is  said  to  have  “ clandestinely  past  the  seals.”  Then,  “ the  next  pull  was  to  get 
it  ratified  in  Parliament,  for  now  the  College  of  Physicians  took  the  alarm,  a great  part  of  it  being 
designed  to  evacuate  the  rights  and  privileges  formerly  granted  to  the  Physicians.”  Even  the 
Town-Council  seems  to  have  been  alarmed  with  it,  as  an  encroachment  of  the  Incorporation 
(ib.  24)  which  they  could  not  let  pass  “ without  some  mark  of  resentment.”  They,  therefore, 
ordered  Sir  John  Hall,  who  was  their  Representative  in  Parliament,  to  protest  against  the  passing 
their  (the  Chirurgeons)  ratification,  which  was  done  by  him,  and  the  same  recorded  accordingly.” 

These  proceedings  must  he  cleared  up  by  documents,  and  particularly  the  Minutes  of  the 
College  of  Physicians  ; to  wliich,  it  is  probable,  that  of  the  Chirurgeons  will  run  parallel. 

Minute,  27 th  September  1694. — “ Upon  a motion  made  that  the  Deacon  of  the  Chirurgeons 
has  proposed  to  several  Members  of  the  College  his  earnest  desire  for  ane  accommodation  betwixt 
the  Colledge  and  their  calling,  anent  some  differences  that  may  fall  out  betwixt  them  ; therefore, 
the  Colledge  have  appointed  Drs  Cranstoun,  Sibbald,  Trotter,  and  Eccles,  or  any  two  of 
them,  with  the  President  (Sir  Archibald  Stevenson),  to  meet  and  receive  any  proposals  from 
the  Chirurgeons,  and  to  treat  with  them  thereupon,  and  to  report  to  the  Colledge  at  the  first 
meeting.” 

Several  meetings  intervened  between  this  and  that  at  which. the  Chirurgeons  are  again 
mentioned,  namely — 

17 th  May  1695. — “ The  qlk  day,  the  President  having  informed  the  Colledge  that  the 
Chirurgeons  are  intending  to  procure  a ratification  of  their  patent  in  the  present  session  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  Colledge  thought  fit  to  name  a Committee  of  four  of  their  number  to  advert  to  the  affair, 
and  to  take  such  methods  for  preventing  the  same  as  they  shall  judge  fit  and  convenient ; and,  ac- 
cordingly, they  named  Sir  Archibald  Stevenson,  Drs  Cranston,  PIalket,  and  Dicksone,  with 
the  President  (Dr  Trotter),  when  he  can  attend,  and  that  any  three  of  them  be  a quorum ; 
and  empowers  them  to  choise  lawyers,  deburse  money,  and  use  all  means  expedient  to  stop  the 
said  ratification  ; and  appoints  the  Treasurer  to  advance  them  what  money  they  shall  call  for  upon 
that  account.” 

Then  follows  what  is  presumed  to  relate  to  the  same  thing,  though  in  an  earlier  stage. 

“ Eodem  die. — They  have  ordered  Dr  Dicksone,  and  such  other  members  of  the  Colledge 
as  he  thinks  fit  to  take  with  him,  to  attend  the  Secretary  (of  State),  and  give  him  thanks  for  his 
obliging  letter,  and  to  crave  his  countenance  and  protection.” — This  letter  to  be  found  if  possible, 
but  ubi  ? ' 

5th  July  1695. — “ The  Colledge  having  considered  the  information  of  the  Chirurgeon-Apo- 
thecarys  given  in  to  the  Parliament,  in  order  to  the  procuring  of  a ratification  of  a gift  obtained  by 
them  under  the  Great  Seal,  whilk  the  Colledge  finds  prejudicial  to,  and  ane  encroachment  upon, 
their  priviledges,  doe  therefore  think  it  expedient,  for  obviating  of  the  Chirurgeons’  desire,  to  print 
petitions  for  the  Colledge,  to  be  given  in  to  the  Members  of  Parliament,  for  stopping  the  said  rati- 
fication.”— See  2d  article  in  Fol.  Coll , which,  however,  relates  to  a subsequent  period  in  Queen 
Anne’s  reign.  See  Minute,  19th  Feb.  1707. 

9 th  July  1695. — “ The  Colledge  have  appoynted  Dr  Dicksone  to  meet  with  the  Chirurgeon- 
Apothecarys,  and  fully  conclude  all  differences  betwixt  the  Colledge  and  them,  concerning  the 
Chirurgeons’  ratification  to  be  past  in  the  present  session  of  Parliament,  for  qlk  he  is  sufficiently 
instructed.” 
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Appendix  (G.)  Though  not  mentioned  in  the  Minutes,  the  precise  nature  of  the  agreement  effected  by 

Dr  Dickson  is  to  lie  found  elsewhere,  namely,  in  “ A Collection  of  Royal  Grants,  &c.  rela- 
tive to  the  Constitution  and  Privileges  of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons,”  printed  at  Edin- 
burgh 1818.  It  forms  No.  11.  of  these  documents,  under  the  title  of  “ Attested  Double  of 
the  Declaratione  by  the  Royal  Colledge  of  Physicianes  in  favomus  of  the  Chiriu-geone-Apo- 
thecaries  anent  reuniting  Surgery  and  Pharmacy,”  and  is  in  the  following  terms : — 

22 d July  1695. — “ I,  under  subscribed,  doe  declare  in  name  of  the  Colledge,  That  quhairas 
we  have  now  rid  marches  with  the  Chirurgeons  in  Edinburgh,  we  will  not  any  nianer  of  way  op- 
pose the  reuniting  of  Chirurgerie  and  Pharmacy.  And  seeing  Dr  Dicksone  was  impowered  by 
us  to  settle  with  the  Chirurgeons,  I by  this  doe  homologate  what  he  hath  done  in  this  business, 
in  name  foresaid.  At  Edinburgh,  this  22d  day  of  July  1695,  Sic  subscribitur,  Robt.  Trotter, 
P.  C.  Reg." 

In  point  of  fact,  it  is  necessary  to  remark,  the  “ Ratification  in  Parliament  of  a Gift  and 
Patent  granted  by  King  William  and  Queen  Mary  (February  28.  1694),  in  favours  of  the 
( 'hirurgeons  and  Chirurgeon-Apothecaries  of  Edinburgh,”  forming  No.  6.  of  the  Collection, 
was  effected  a few  days  before  this  settlement,  namely,  on  17th  July.  It  was  followed,  at 
nearly  a year’s  distance  (June  24),  by  an  ‘ Act  of  the  Town-Council  of  Edinburgh  in  favours 
of  the  Chyrurgeon- Apothecaries  and  Apothecaries,”  being  No.  12,  which  bears,  that,  “ Taking 
to  their  consideration  their  Act  of  the  date  of  the  25th  February  1657  years,  erecting  the 
Chyrurgeon-Apothecaries  and  Apothecaries  into  one  fraternity,  for  visitation  of  their  shops 
and  examination  of  entrant-apothecaries,  which  act  has  not  now  for  many  years  hade  its  due 
effect,  by  reason  of  some  differences  betwixt  the  severall  societies  therein  concerned , which  now  seem 
to  be  entirely  removed  by  a late  agreement  betwixt  the  Phisitians  and  Chyrurgeon-Apothecaries , 
the  Council  doe  therefore  ratifie  and  confirme  their  said  act  of  the  date  foresaid,  in  the  whole 
tenor,  heads,  clauses  and  contents  thereof;  and  ordains  the  same  to  take  effect  in  all  tyme 
coming : And  in  respect  there  are  but  very  few  of  these  of  the  Old  Fraternity  now  living, 
they  doe  therefore  adjoyne  to  them  all,  those  of  the  Incorporation  of  Cliyrurgeons  who  were 
freemen  of  the  Incorporation  before  the  29th  day  of  August  1694  years ; and  ordaines  them 
in  all  tyme  comeing  to  make  up  one  Society  with  those  who  shall  hereafter  (being  examined, 
and  found  qualified)  be  admitted  by  the  Council,  conforme  to  the  foresaid  act  of  erection.” 

To  this  succeeded  another  Act  of  the  Town  Council  (No.  13.),  dated  9th  December  of 
the  same  year,  founded  on  a Petition  by  “ the  Brotherhood  of  the  Chyrurgeon-Apothecaries 
and  Apothecaries  of  this  Burgh,  for  themselves  and  in  the  name  of  the  said  Fraternity,”  and 
the  Report  of  a Committee  to  whom  this  had  been  remitted.  The  nature  of  it  will  be  under- 
stood from  the  consequent  decree,  namely,  “ The  Council  discharges  all  persons  whatsom- 
ever  from  professing  and  practizeing  in  the  said  arte  of  apothecary,  or  to  keep  open  chops,  or 
putt  out  signes  untill  they  make  their  application  to  the  Council  for  a recommendation  to  the 
said  visitors  and  their  fraternity  for  tryall  and  examination  of  their  qualifications  in  the  said 
arte ; and  upon  their  report  of  their  being  qualified,  the  Council  declare  they  will  admitt  them 
conforme  to  their  constant  custome  and  practize  heretofore  observed  in  the  lyke  cases.  And 
the  Council  hereby  appoynt  and  ordaine  the  Magistrats  for  the  tyme  being,  one  or  more,  to 
give  their  concurrence  for  putting  the  said  act  of  erection  of  the  Brotherhood  of  the  Apothe- 
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caries  and  Chyrurgeon- Apothecaries  to  execution,  &c.  reserveing  liberty  to  all  Gild  brethren 
to  sell  their  simples.” 


It  may  be  much  regretted,  by  the  inquisitive  at  least,  that  the  Collection  now  quoted, 
does  not  give  any  document  whatever,  of  a date  between  this  (1696)  and  1778,  when  the 
Charter  erecting  the  Surgeons  into  a Royal  College  was  obtained;  while,  still  more  vexatious- 
ly,  not  a single  note,  historical  or  explanatory,  preface  or  appendix,  is  to  be  found  in  it.  An 
entire  volume  might  be  occupied  with  the  contest,  which,  so  far  from  being  terminated  by 
“ riding  of  marches,”  or  ratification  in  Parliament,  and  acts  of  Town  Council,  was  the  more 
inflamed.  To  notice  only  one  point — a main  gravamen , of  which  the  Physicians  complained, 
was  the  miserable  state  of  Pharmacy,  arising,  as  they  alleged,  from  the  conjunction  of  it  with 
Surgery,  and  the  obstructions  thrown  in  the  way  of  such  visitations,  &c.  as  might  have  proved 
remedial.  “ I cannot  but  regret,”  says  Dr  Eccles,  “ the  hard  fate  both  of  patients  and  phy- 
sicians in  Edinburgh,  that  of  fifty-six  that  keep  apothecaries’  shops,  there  are  not  above  ten 
that  have  given  the  least  tryal  of  their  skill,  or  are  under  any  tye  or  obligation  for  their 
faithfulness  or  honesty,” — an  evil  ascribed  by  him  to  “ the  illegal,  unprecedented  and  op- 
pressive conjunction  of  the  callings,” — for,  giving  as  explanatory,  “ the  Chirurgeons  having 
by  the  temptation  of  greater  gains,  engaged  several  of  the  Apothecaries  to  enter  with  them, 
and  pay  considerable  sums  for  their  freedom,  they  have  not  only  thereby  strengthened  them- 
selves, but  weakened  and  enervated  the  simple  Apothecaries  ; those  that  have  so  entered  be- 
ing observed  to  prove  the  most  fierce  and  inveterate  enemies  to  their  old  friends  (although 
under  the  most  sacred  tyes  and  obligations  to  the  contrary),  thereby  verifying  the  old  saying, 
that  omnis  apostata  est  suce  sectce  osor .”  Evident  as  tins  solution  appeared  to  him,  it  is  neither 
very  lucid  nor  very  convincing.  But,  suffering  it  to  pass  for  any  worth,  he  was  influenced  by 
it  and  circumstances  altogether  to  recommend  the  establishment  of  Dispensaries,  seemingly 
after  the  model  recently  projected  in  London,  to  which  he  refers;  while,  true  to  his  own 
principles,  he  maintains  that  “ the  only  capable  judges  of  the  matter  are  Physicians  and  Apo- 
thecaries,” out  of  whom  he  proposed  that  an  equal  number  should  be  chosen  as  a committee 
of  management,  under  certain  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Government. 

The  inadequacy  of  the  Collection  just  mentioned,  so  far  as  history  is  concerned,  will  be 
readily  discovered  by  comparing  the  subjoined  table  of  its  contents,  previous  to  the  Ratifi- 
cation of  the  Grant  by  William  and  Mary,  with  the  references  to  documents  regarding  the 
earlier  controversy  which  has  now  to  be  resumed*. 

The  decree  of  the  Court  of  Session  24th  March  1682,  disjoining  the  arts"of  Chirurgery  and 

* “ 1.  The  Seill  of  Cause  granted  be  the  Towne  Counsell  of  Edinburgh,  to  the  Craftis  of  Sur- 
regenry  and  Barbouris;  Jul.  1.  1505.  2.  Charter  of  Confirmation  by  King  James  IV.  in  favour  of  the 
Surgeons  and  Barbers  of  Edinburgh ; Oct.  13.  1506.  3.  Literse  Marine  Scotorum  Reginrn  concessse 
Chirurgicis  Burgorum  Regni  Scotise  ; Maii  11.  1567.  4.  Confirmation  by  King  James  VI.  of  the 

Seal  of  Cause,  and  of  the  Ratification  thereof  by  King  James  IV  ; June  6.  1613.  5.  Act  of  the 

Town-Council  in  favors  of  the  Deiken  and  Brethren  of  the  Chirurgianes  of  Edinburgh  ; Sept.  10. 
1641.  6.  Act  of  Parliament  in  favouris  of  the  Chirurgiounes  and  Barbouris  of  Edinburgh  ; Nov. 

17.  1641.  7.  Act  of  Town-Counsell  in  favours  of  the  Chirurgians  of  Edinburgh  ; June  27.  165 5. 
8.  Act  of  Counsell  in  favouris  of  the  Apothecars  and  Chirurgian  Apothecars  of  the  Burgh  of 
Edinburgh ; Feb.  25.  1657.  9.  Ratification  in  Parliament  in  favour  of  the  Chirurgeons  of 

Edinburgh;  Aug-  22.  1670.” 
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Pharmacy — or  the  two  trades — wa9  alleged  by  the  Chirurgeons  to  have  been  obtained  greatly 
through  the  influence,  &c.  of  the  Physicians.  This  charge  is  particularly  repelled  in  Historical 
Account,  p.  16,  and  maintained  by  Founta  inhall.  The  minutes  of  the  College  of  Physicians 
must  be  compared  with  both  as  to  such  charge. 

At  the  meeting  28th  April  of  that  year,  notice  is  taken  of  a remit  from  the  Privy  Council  to 
examine,  &c.  James  Aitkenhead,  apothecary,  and  his  servant,  for  vending  poisonous  tablets  ; and 
the  procedure  in  the  case  is  recorded.  In  part  of  it,  is  an  expression  supposed  to  allude  to  the 
effect  of  that  decree,  viz.  1st  May  1682  : “ Robert  Kennedy,  chirurgeon,  one  of  the  indulged 
Apothecaries,  being  called  before  the  College,  and  examined  what  he  knew  of  the  composing  and 
giving  of  the  said  tablet,  declares,”  8cc. ; and  “ as  he  had  given  advice  for  letting  of  Janet  Stewart 
blood,  and  that  he  allowed  the  said  Archibald  (Fisher,  his  servant,)  to  do  it from  which  it  is  in- 
ferred he  had  chosen  the  Apothecary’s  department,  according  to  the  decree. 

At  the  meeting  last  day  of  May  e.  a.,  the  Physicians  order  a report  on  the  case  to  be  given 
in  to  the  King’s  Council.  That  report  is  to  be  inquired  after. 

The  information  and  proceedings  against  James  Turnbull,  a pretended  Chirurgeon  in  Leith 
(Min.  6th  Nov.  1682),  and  Dr  Hardy,  for  practising  physic  in  Edinburgh,  without  licence  (ib.), 
also  against  a mountebank  (Soar,  supposed)  (ib.),  do  not  bear  reference  to  the  decree.  The  last 
case  is  resumed  26th  Nov.  1682. 

7 th  May  1683. — Hugh  Brown,  chirurgeon  in  Edinburgh,  appears  before  the  College;  but 
no  proceedings  against  him.  Same  day,  Drs  Hardy,  Millar,  and  Turnbull,  are  agreed  to  be 
pursued  for  unwarrantable  practice  ; but  no  allusion  to  the  decree. 

See  proceedings,  8cc.  against  John  Soar,  mountebank,  15th  June  1683.  This  case  peculiar, 
viz.  a “ remit  from  the  Lords  of  Session  upon  ane  advocation  purchast  by  him  and  a magistrate 
attended.  He  was  decerned  against  by  the  College,  &c.  Still  no  reference  to  the  decree-  This 
case  to  be  investigated  farther. 

On  13th  August  1683,  John  Brown,  indweller  in  Edinburgh,  ordered  to  be  cited,  &c.  for 
practising,  &c. 

20 th  Feb.  1684. — John  Hardy  cited,  &c.  Account  of  proceedings  against  him  3d  March 
following  ; but  he  is  allowed  to  continue  practising,  having  satisfied. 

These  are  alLseemingly  unconnected  with  the  decree.  What  follows  relates,  it  is  sup- 
posed, to  the  Charter  by  King  James  II.,  16th  June  1685,  in  favour  of  the  Apothecaries, 
ratifying  all  their  privileges,  and  particularly  those  conferred  by  the  decree. 

“ 1st  Dec.  1684 — There  being  an  act  of  his  Majesty’s  Privy  Council  read  anent  the  visiting 
Apothecaries  shops  and  chambers,  and  admission  of  entrants,  the  College  is  to  meet  to-morrow  in 
the  afternoon  to  think  upon  the  best  way  for  executing  thereof,  and  for  considering  the  Apotheca- 
ries Bill.” 

2d  Dec A petition  from  the  Apothecaries  anent  the  examination  of  entrants  being  read, 

the  College  (a  blank  space Jollotvs). 

Then  there  is  nothing  on  the  subject  till  19th  December  1684.  “ The  draught  of  ane  de- 

claratione  anent  the  sentence  of  the  Lords  of  Session  dividing  the  callings  of  Chirurgery  and  Phar- 
macy, being  unanimously  agreed  to  by  all  present  by  a vote,  is  signed  by  all,  except  Drs  Trot- 
ter and  M‘Gill,  who  declared,  as  they  voted  to  the  same  formerly,  so  they  have  now  agreed  to 
the  samen,  but  has  taken  some  time  to  think  upon  it  before  they  sign  it.” 

This,  it  is  imagined,  substantiates  what  had  been  intended  to  occupy  the  blank  place  in 
the  preceding  minute  ; and  see  the  act  of  the  College,  same  date,  in  Fol.  Coll.  It  is  signed 
by  thirteen,  including  Trotter,  but  not  M‘Gill.  Pitcairn  is  one  of  them. 
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There  is  no  more  on  the  subject,  as  indeed  only  one  meeting,  at  which  little  was  done, 
took  place,  namely  on  22d  December  1684,  recorded  afterwards,  till  21st  March  1693, 
the  intermediate  minutes  being  lost.  Fountainhall,  Stair,  &c.  to  be  consulted. 

On  the  whole,  possibly,  the  reply  of  Historical  Account  (p.  16),  to  the  charge  of  inter- 
ference to  obtain  the  decree  may  be  sustained,  namely, — 

“ That  this  is  entirely  false  will  evidently  appear  to  any  that  will  be  at  the  pains  to  consult 
the  decreet  itself ; for  this  interlocutor  was  pronounced  by  the  Lords  in  terminis  as  set  down,  be- 
fore even  the  Physicians’  opinions  were  asked,  as  doth  appear  from  the  end  of  page  1 7,  and  be- 
ginning of  page  1 8,  of  the  printed  decreet  ; and  there  is  not  one  word  of  taking  any  opinion  of  the 
Physicians,  but  upon  some  new  debates  arising,  as  is  evident  from  page  22  of  the  said  decreet.” 

There  is  a copy  of  the  decreet  (an  immense  document)  in  Fol.  Coll. 

With  a view  to  clearing  up  these  and  other  matters,  Dr  Poole  made  application  to  the 
College  of  Surgeons  for  access  to  their  minutes,  &c.,  and  was  most  liberally  granted  it. 

Mr  Scott  (clerk  to  the  College  of  Surgeons),  in  a letter  to  Dr  Gairdner,  President. 
14th  April  1831,  x'especting  his  proposed  researches,  says: 

“ I have  looked  into  the  old  sederunt-books  of  the  College,  and  I find  that  there  is  very  little 
indeed  that  bears  at  all  upon  the  queries  propounded  by  Dr  P.  There  are,  however,  some  old 
Acts  of  Council  and  other  documents,  that  have  not  been  printed,  from  which  perhaps  some  infor- 
mation might  be  gleaned  illustrative  of  the  history  of  the  Medicai  Bodies  in  Edinburgh  ; particu- 
larly an  extract  of  the  proceedings  in  two  mutual  actions  betwixt  the  Surgeons  and  Apothecaries, 
which  ended  in  a decree  of  the  Court  of  Session  disjoining  the  arts  of  Surgery  and  Pharmacy,  and 
interdicting  the  Surgeons  from  practising  the  latter.  This  decree  is  dated  24th  March  1682.  And 
there  is  a charter  by  King  James  If.  in  favour  of  the  Apothecaries,  ratifying  all  their  privileges, 
particularly  those  conferred  by  this  decree  ; which  charter  is  dated  16th  June  1685.  This  separa- 
tion between  the  two  arts,  however,  seems  to  have  been  of  very  short  duration ; for  I have  a copy 
of  a ratification  and  patent  by  James  II.,  passed  the  very  next  year,  in  favour  of  the  Surgeon- Apo- 
thecaries of  Edinburgh,  allowing  them  the  privilege  of  exercising  both  the  employments  of  Surgery 
and  Pharmacy,  and  explaining  the  Patent  of  Erection  granted  by  Charles  If.,  erecting  the  Phy- 
sicians of  Edinburgh  into  a College,  wherein  the  privileges  of  the  Surgeon- Apothecaries  are  re- 
served to  them,  declaring  that  the  meaning  of  that  Patent  of  Erection  was,  that  the  curing  of  dis- 
eases internal  should  belong  solely  to  the  Physicians,  and  distempers  arising  from  external  causes 
to  the  Surgeon- Apothecaries.  This  patent  is  dated  25th  September  1686.” 

It  is  that  of  Windsor,  founded  on  the  Kings  absolute  authority  and  dispensing  power,  al- 
ready noticed  as  that  which,  “ fearing  the  fate  of  their  former  patent,  they  refused  to  pro- 
duce, though  called  for,”  &c.  Mr  Scott  proceeds  : 

“ Then  comes  the  Patent  of  William  and  Mary,  dated  in  February  1C94,  and  the  ratification 
thereof  in  Parliament,  July  1695,  which  are  printed  with  the  other  acts,  confirming  the  forme: 
grants,  and  forming  the  Magna  Charla  of  the  College.  In  this  last  patent,  no  notice  whatever  is 
taken  of  the  decree  of  the  Court  of  Session  in  1682,  separating  the  employments  of  Surgery  and 
Pharmacy,  nor  of  the  patents  granted  by  James  II.  These  are  passed  over  as  if  they  had  never 
been,  and  on  this  account  they  have  not  been  printed.” 

But,  it  may  be  observed,  this  is  not  quite  correctly  inferred  ; and,  moreover,  the  decreet 
was  printed.  Farther,  if  not  acted  on,  it  was  endeavoured  to  be  enforced  by  the  Apotheca- 
ries longer  than  Mr  Scott  seems  to  suppose.  This  is  shewn  above,  and  argued  on  in  Partie. 
Condesc.  No.  22,  Foil.  Coll.  How  the  Chirurgeons  gained  over  the  Apothecaries  at  last  is 
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hinted  at  in  Historical  Account,  p.  25.  The  author  of  that  work  discusses  the  merits,  &c.  of 
the  patent  1694,  p.  20,  et  seq.  See  Petition  of  College  1693  against  it;  Fol.  Col.  No.  25. 
In  the  ratification  of  this  Patent,  1695,  the  rights,  &c.  of  the  Physicians  are  preserved, — pro- 
bably, it  may  he  said  certainly,  owing  to  the  agreement  entered  into  between  the  parties. 

“ Still,”  says  the  Historical  Account,  p.  25,  “ the  simple  Apothecaries,  with  the  decreet  of 
separation,  were  upon  their  hands.  They  had  raised  the  hue  and  cry  that  this  new  patent  was  a 
plain  breach  of  the  claim  of  right,  and  an  invasion  of  their  property,  &c.  And  here  some  tour  of 
legerdemain  was  necessary,  which  was  performed  with  a great  deal  of  honesty  on  both  parts.” 

This  sarcasm  is  explained.  But  see  Fountainiiaia.  The  Historical  Account  has  it 
thus  : 

“ There  were  at  this  time  only  three  simple  Apothecaries  keeping  shops  that  had  been  ad- 
mitted in  the  terms  of  the  decreet  of  separation.  Them  they  (the  Chirurgeons)  jugle  with ; and 
one  of  the  Chirurgeons  gives  them  an  obligation,  under  the  penalty  of  five  thousand  merles,  to  get 
them  admitted  Chirurgeons  without  examination  or  paying  any  thing  ; and  withal]  shewed  them  a 
subscribed  commission  (both  which  are  yet  extant)  from  ten  of  the  most  leading  eminent  men  of 
the  calling.  The  bait  took.  The  Apothecaries’  petition  was  taken  up  the  same  day  that  the  rati- 
fication was  to  be  presented  in  Parliament ; and  no  body  appearing  against  it,  it  past  of  course  : but 
the  honest  gentlemen  who  had  thus  betrayed  the  cause  were  deservedly  slighted  and  laughed  at, 
and  remain,  in  a literal  sense,  simple  Apothecaries  to  this  day,  though  more  than  ten  years  be  since 
elapsed.” 

See  in  regard  to  this,  Answers  for  the  Magistrates,  &c.  Fol.  Coll. 

Having  thus  succeeded  in  regard  to  the  ratification,  the  next  step,  for  so  says  the  Historical 
Account,  “ was  to  put  the  patent  into  execution  ; and  to  that  end  some  that  keeped  Apothecaries’ 
shops,  but  were  not  legally  admitted,  were  dealt  with  to  enter  in  the  terms  of  the  patent;  and  the 
Incorporation  prevailed  with  the  Town-Council,  their  never-failing  friends,  to  give  an  order  to  shut 
the  shops  of  such  as  should  refuse  : but  some  of  them  having  suspended,  upon  undeniable  grounds 
of  equity  and  law,  the  Chirurgeons  raised  reduction  of  the  decreet  of  separation  ; but,  finding  it  im- 
possible to  prevail,  they  thought  to  get  by  surprise  what  they  could  never  obtain  in  justice,  by  pre- 
senting an  act  of  Parliament,  declaring  that  the  profession  of  Cbirurgery  and  Pharmacy  may  be 
joined  in  the  same  person  ; but  the  Apothecaries  having  given  in  a petition  against  it,  they  were 
fain  to  let  it  fall,  and  rest  upon  that  broken  reed  their  new  patent,  which  they  have  made  use  of 
for  persecuting  the  Gardeners  of  Fife  and  others,  for  bloodletting  (to  the  no  small  resentment  of 
the  gentry  there),  and  to  find  the  learned  Dr  Windlay  duly  qualified  to  practise  Chirurgery  and 
Pharmacy  upon  human  bodies,  dead  or  alive.” 

Mr  Scott’s  letter  adds  : — “ These  unprinted  documents  do  not  directly  bear  on  the  subject 
of  Dr  P.’s  queries,  except  the  one  where  he  asks  if  the  published  copies  of  the  deeds,  in  favour  of 
the  Surgeons,  are  faithful  and  complete.  The  first  notice  which  I find  in  the  sederunt-books  is 
the  appointment  of  a Committee  in  1681,  for  defending  the  College  against  the  Physicians,  and  for 
opposing  the  grant  of  a Charter  to  that  Body.  This  Committee  is  renewed  at  different  times 
afterwards — and  there  are  Minutes  approving  of  their  proceedings — but  no  par  ticular  statement  of 
the  means  resorted  to  by  them  for  attaining  their  ends.  A Committee  is  also  appointed  for  procu- 
ring a new  Charter  to  the  Surgeons ; in  short,  all  the  business  of  this  kind  seems  to  have  been  en- 
trusted to  Committees,  so  that  little  appears  about  it  in  the  Records.” 

The  Queries  related  to  events,  &c.  before  the  Charter  granted  to  the  Physicians  ; but  it 
was  intended  to  follow  them  up  with  others  regarding  subsequent  matters,  some  of  which 
may  be  noticed. 
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There  is  an  important  document  recorded  in  the  Minutes. — (See  also  particular 
Condescendence,  &c.  February  1699,  Fol.  Coll.)  namely, — 

June  19.  1699. — “ The  said  day  there  being  presented  a draft  of  an  agreement  betwixt  the 
Colledge  on  the  one  part,  and  Mr  Alf.x.  Hay,  and  other  persons  therein  named,  apothecaries  of 
Edinburgh,  on  the  other  part,  whereby  the  President  of  the  said  College,  and  the  said  Mr  Alex- 
ander Hay,  George  Balderstaine,  William  Adam,  George  Prestoune,  Thomas 
Weir,  Alexander  Douglas,  Peter  Park,  and  other  Apothecaries  therein  named,  of  the  said 
burgh,  are  bound  and  obleedged  to  assist  and  maintain  the  decreet  of  separation  pronounced  by  the 
Lords  of  Counsell  and  Session  in  the  year  1682,  and  wherein  the  Apothecaries  therein  named  are 
obleiged  ilk  ane  of  them  to  pay  to  the  Colledge,  or  their  treasurer  for  the  tyme,  the  soum  of  ane 
thousand  pounds  Scots  money,  and  adrent  thereof  therein  mentioned  if  at  any  time  any  of  the  said 
persons  shall  enter  into  or  agree  with  the  Chirurgeons  for  their  freedom  ; and  the  said  Doctor  Sin- 
clair, Preses,  in  name  of  the  Colledge,  is  bound  in  twelve  hundred  merks  of  penaltie  ; and  ilk 
ane  of  the  saids  Apothecaries  are  therein  bound  in  ane  hundred  pounds  Scots  of  penaltie  in  caise 
of  failzie,  by  and  attour  performance  of  the  said  agreement  as  the  samen  more  fully  beares.  The 
quhilk  aggreement  being  read  in  presence  of  the  said  Colledge,  the  Colledge  approves  the  draught 
thereof,  and  empowers  Mr  Matthew  Sinclair,  their  Preses,  to  subscribe  the  samen  in  name  of 
the  Colledge  ; and  the  Colledge  obleidges  themselves  to  adhere  thereto,  and  to  ratifie  and  approve 
the  samen,  and  to  free  and  relieve  the  said  Doctor  Sinclair  of  all  coast,  scaith,  damnadge,  and 
expenses  he  shall  happen  to  sustaine  and  incurr  through  his  subscrybeing  of  the  said  agreement, 
and  entering  thereinto,  and  gives  power  to  their  Clerk  to  get  extracts  or  doubles  of  the  present 
act  to  the  said  Apothecaries.” — See  Information  for  the  Chirurgeon  Apothecaries  against  Thomas 
Weir,  &c.  June  1699,  Fol.  Coll.  &c.  against  the  Simple  Apothecaries;  ditto,  February  1699. 
Also  Petition,  be.  1st  Article  in  Fol.  Coll. 

On  June  18.  1706, — “ The  College  recommend  to  the  President  and  Censors  to  take  the 
advice  of  some  able  lawyer  about  maintaining  of  the  privileges  of  the  College,  the  visiting  the 
Apothecaries’  shops,  and  other  concerns  of  that  nature — and  that  some  pertinent  queries  be  drawn 
thereanent,  to  which  they  are  to  get  the  lawyer’s  answers.” 

25th  July , same  year. — “ President  reported  that  he  and  others  had  consulted  Sir  Walter 
Pringle,  and  got  his  answers  to  several  queries  they  had  given  in ; and  therefore  desired  that  a 
Committee  might  be  named  to  consider  and  give  their  opinion  how  Dr  Halket’s  (the  President) 
advice  should  be  put  in  execution,”  8cc. 

This  followed  up  5th  August  following,  when  the  President  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee, that  it  is  their  opinion  that,  in  the  first  place,  undue  practisers  should  be  prosecuted, 
which  was  approven  of  by  the  College,  nemine  contradicente.  Accordingly,  on  27th  August 
same  year,  came  on  the  famous  case  of  James  Nisbett,  Chirurgeon  in  Edinburgh,  prosecuted 
for  unwarrantably  practising  upon  the  person  of  Helen  Heriot. 

November  5.  1706. — “ It  being  represented  that  the  Colledge  will  stand  in  need  of  money 
for  maintaining  their  priviledges,  it  was  unanimously  agreed  to  that  the  President  and  Censors  be 
empowered  to  borrow  money  for  that  effect.” — The  Historical  Account  38,  says : “ Things  con- 

tinued quiet  until  February  1707,  the  Session  having  been  from  time  to  time  adjourned,  and  then 
Mr  Nisbet’s  suspension  was  ordered  to  be  called  for.  Upon  this  the  Calling  took  the  alarm,  and 
several  lawyers  were  consulted  to  defend  Mr  Nisbett,  and  amongst  the  rest  her  Majesty’s  advocat, 
who,”  &c. 

February  4.  1707.—“  It  was  recommended  to  the  Committee  above  named  to  assist  the 
President  in  the  persute  against  Mr  Nisbett,  when  the  samen  comes  to  be  insisted  on.” 

The  President  at  this  time  (elected  December  5.  1706)  was  Dr  William  Eccles,  un- 
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Appendix  (G.)  derstood  to  be  author  of  the  work,  ‘ An  Historical  Account  of  the  Rights  and  Privileges  of 
the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,’  &c.,  printed  in  1707. 

February  19.  same  year,  1707. — “ The  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  taking  into  their  con- 
sideration the  overture  given  in  by  way  of  act  to  the  Parliament,  whereby  the  rights  and  priviledges 
granted  to  the  Physicians  by  King  and  Parliament  are  totally  evacuated  and  virtually  rescinded, 
they  doe  therefore  resolve,  and  each  man  for  himself  sincerlie  promesis  and  declair,  that  they  will 
stand  by  one  another  in  defence  of  the  honour  of  their  profession,  and  the  rights  and  priviledges  of 
their  Societie,  in  prosecutione  of  such  ways  and  means  as  the  majoritie  of  the  Societie  shall  think 
fitt,  and  that  under  the  payne  of  being  thought  infamous,  and  the  betrayers  of  their  rights  and  pri- 
viledges. In  witness  whereof  the  Colledge  has  ordered  thir  presents  to  be  insert  in  their  own  re- 
gister, and  have  subscryvet  the  same  with  their  hands,  day  and  place  foresaid,  and  the  same  was 
subscryvet  and  insert  accordingly.” 

This  Minute  is  subscribed  by  the  President  alone.  The  Sederunt  is  to  the  amount  of 
21,  including  the  President.  This  relates  to  No.  2.  in  Fob  Coll. 

“ March  5,  e.  a. — “ The  College  having  taken  into  their  consideration  the  overture  made  by 
the  Right  Honourable  the  Earl  of  Seafield,  Lord  High  Chancellor,  to  the  President  of  the  Col- 
lege, for  a friendly  agreement  and  communing  betwixt  the  said  Colledge  and  the  Chirurgeons  in 
Edinburgh,  in  relation  to  their  present  differences,  and  that  the  Earl  of  Leven  should  meet  and 
commune  for  the  Colledge,  with  such  other  persons  as  the  Chirurgeons  should  appoint  to  meet  on 
their  part ; the  Colledge  does  agree  to  the  said  proposal,  and  authorizes  their  President,  with 
such  of  their  number  as  he  shall  think  fitt  to  take  alongst  with  him,  to  meet  and  commune  in  the 
said  affair,  and  to  report  again  to  the  Colledge.” — See  Historical  Account,  41.  No.  2.  Fob  Coll. 

March  11.  following. — “ There  having  been  an  overture  given  in  to  the  Colledge,  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Lord  Chancellor  anent  the  difference  betwixt  the  Colledge  and  the  Chirurgeons,  the 
Colledge  have  approven  of  the  same,  and  desyred  the  President  might  signe  it,  together  with  the 
printed  amendments,  and  to  give  in  the  samen  so  signed  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  name  of  the 
Colledge.” — See  Historical  Account,  40.  for  Overture,  and  notice  of  conduct  of  Surgeons,  who  re- 
ject, (to  use  their  own  words)  “ with  indignation,”  and  so  marked  in  their  books,  and  so  the  friendly 
communion  ends.”  Historical  Account,  p.  43. 

March  13.  following. — “ The  Colledge  taking  into  their  consideration  the  present  difference 
betwixt  them  and  the  Chirurgeons,  and  it  being  probable  that  the  saids  Chirurgeons  will  use  their 
utmost  endeavours  to  have  the  said  affair  brought  in  this  day  before  the  Parliament,  it  is  therefore 
hereby  recommended  to  the  President,  and  every  Member  of  the  Society,  to  use  their  utmost 
diligence  in  preventing  the  samen,  and  to  inform  the  members  of  Parliament,  that  justice  may  be 
done  to  the  College,  which  was  agreed  to  nemine  contradicente." — No.  2 Folio  Collection,  and 
see  Historical  Account,  p.  40.  &c.  Surgeons  defeated,  44. 

No  doubt,  it  was  with  a view  to  their  influence,  that  the  College  at  the  next  meeting, 
24th  March,  agreed  to  elect  “ several  honorary  persons  members  of  their  Society and 
o-ave  power  to  the  President,  &c.  to  admit  such  as  they  thought  proper ; and,  as  elsewhere 
noticed,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Earl  of  Leven  was  so  chosen  22d  April  following,  as  were  the 
Earl  of  Errol  and  the  Earl  of  Glasgow  on  3d  June ; Lord  Prestonhall  and  Lord  Minto 
on  18th  same  month  and  year. — See  Minutes,  3d  June  and  5th  August.  But  there  are 
earlier  cases — as  Whitehill,  Anstruther,  &c. 

May  6,  e.  a. — “ The  Colledge,  in  conformity  of  ane  former  act  and  declaration  of  the  Col- 
ledge, dated  the  19th  day  of  December  1684,  whereby  the  then  Members  of  the  Colledge  of  Phy- 
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sicians,  and  their  successors,  were  ordained  to  sign  the  said  act,  declaring  that  they  should  use  all 
just  and  legal  means  for  making  the  Decreet  of  Separation  effectual,  as  is  at  large  contained  in  the 
said  act;  and  which  act  being  read  this  day,  the  samen  was  ordained  by  all  the  Members  of  the 
Colledge,  and  which  the  haill  Members  present  did  sign  accordingly,  and  ordained  such  of  them  as 
are  absent  to  sign  the  samen  likeways,  and  also  ordained  the  samen  act  to  be  recorded  in  their  own 
register.” — The  Decreet  of  Separation  continued  to  be  signed  by  the  Fellows,  on  admission,  till  a 
late  period. 

June  3,  e.  a. — “ The  President,  and  the  Committee  ordered  to  assist  him  in  discussing  with 
Nisbett,  Chirurgeon,  his  suspension  against  the  Colledge,  are  ordained  to  proceed  in  discussing 
thereof ; and  that  he  and  the  Treasurer  are  hereby  empowered  to  borrow  what  money  may  be  ne- 
cessariefor  that  effect,  at  the  sight  of  the  said  Committee,  the  samen  Committee  being  the  present 
Councill  with  Dr  Trotter  and  Dr  Dundas,  conform  to  sederunt  the  4th  of  February  last.” 

July  22,  e.  a “ It  having  been  represented  that  the  Chirurgeons  are  resolved  to  proceed  in 

admitting  Intrant-Apothecaries,  it  is  recommended  to  the  Committee  named  to  consider  how  far 
the  priviledge  of  the  Colledge  may  be  thereby  prejudged,  and  to  the  President  and  Censors  imme- 
diately to  take  a lawyer’s  advyse  thereanent.” 

August  5.  e.  a — “ The  President  reported,  that,  conform  to  the  order  of  the  Colledge  by  the 
last  sederunt,  he  had  consulted  Sir  David  Dalrymple  in  the  affair  thereby  recommended.” 

October  20,  e.  a. — “ The  Colledge  having  considered  the  representation  made  to  them  by  the 
President,  anent  the  bill  of  suspension  raised  at  the  Colledge  their  instance  against  the  act  of  the 
Town-Councill  of  Edinburgh,  allowing  and  authorizing  James  Hamilton,  Chirurgeon,  to  be  sole 
visitor  for  admitting  Intrant-Apothecaries  ; and  the  Lord  Ordinary  having  past  the  said  bill  upon 
caution,  and  William  Riddell,  wryter  in  Edinburgh,  and  clerk  to  the  said  Colledge,  being  wil- 
ling to  become  caution  in  the  said  suspension  : Therefore  the  said  Colledge  hereby  authorizing 

the  President  and  Censors,  for  them  and  their  successors  in  office,  to  grant  ane  bond  of  relieff  to 
the  said  William  Riddell,  for  freeing  and  relieving  of  him  of  all  cost,  scaith,  damage,  interest, 
and  expenses,  he  shall  happen  to  sustain  or  incur  through  his  becoming  cautioner  in  the  said  sus- 
pension as  said  is,  under  the  penalty  of  two  hundredth  pounds  Scots  by  and  attour  performance.” 
— See  very  particularly  Historical  Account,  43 — as  to  termination  of  friendly  communing,  &c.  &c. 

January  27.  1708. — “ The  President  having  represented  to  the  Colledge  that  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Court  of  Session  had  sent  for  him,  and  advysed  that  the  Colledge  should  accept  of 
a submission  to  be  made  by  James  Nisbett,  Chirurgeon,  and  that  his  fyne  should  be  remitted,  he 
always  acknowledging  his  fault  before  the  President  and  Censors  of  the  College,  and  desyreing  his 
fiyne  to  be  remitted,  and  promising  to  be  more  cautious,  and  not  to  commit  the  lyke  in  tyme  corn- 
coming.” 

There  is  no  deliverance  on  this  proposal — and  at  the  next  meeting,  3d  February,  the 
subject  is  not  noticed.  The  suggestion  or  advice  of  the  Lord  President  was  acted  on. — For 
which  see  Historical  Account,  p.  38.  And,  in  consequence,  we  learn — 

February  19,  e.  a. — “ The  which  day  compeared  James  Nisbett,  Chirurgeon  in  Edinburgh, 
who,  having  being  fyned  in  the  soume  of  five  pounds  sterling  upon  the  27th  of  August  1706,  by 
the  President  and  Censors,  for  his  having  undewly  and  illegally  practised  medicine  upon  the  person 
of  Helen  Heriot,  indweller  in  Edinburgh  ; and  upon  the  said  James  Nisbett  his  compearance 
this  day  before  the  said  President  and  Censors,  and  making  ane  submissive  acknowledgment,  de- 
claration, and  promise,  in  the  following  words  : — viz.  I am  sorry  for  the  offence  that  I have  given  to 
the  Royal  Colledge  of  Physicians ; I entreat  that  the  President  and  Censors  would  forgive  the 
samen,  and  that  they  would  remitt  my  fyne;  and  I doe  promise  to  be  more  cautious,  and  not  to  com- 
mit the  lyke  in  tyme  coming.  Upon  the  which  acknowledgment,  Robert  Stewart,  wryter  in 


Appendix  (G. 


104 


THE  WHOLE  CONTEST  CHARACTERIZED. 


Appendix  (G.) 


Edinburgh,  and  procurator-fiscal  to  the  said  Colledge,  took  instruments  in  the  hands  of  William 
Riddell,  notar  puhlick,  their  clerk,  before  James  Grieve,  servitor  to  the  said  Doctor  Eccles, 
and  John  Adamsone,  officer  to  the  said  Colledge,  who  are  witnesses  ; and  the  said  James  Nis- 
bet  having  retired  to  another  roume,  was  called  in  again,  and  upon  consideration  of  the  said  ac- 
knowledgment, declaration  and  promise  above  wfn,  the  said  President  and  Censors  did  and  hereby 
does  remitt  him  his  said  fyne,  and  discharges  him  thereof,  and  of  all  actione  competent  therefor, 
and  allows  the  Clerk  to  give  him  ane  extract  thereof,  for  his  better  security  thereanent.” 

May  4.  1708. — “ The  Colledge  doe  ordain  Doctor  Riddell,  Treasurer,  to  grant  a receipt  to 
William  Riddell,  their  Clerk,  for  such  papers  as  were  produced  and  got  up  in  the  process 
against  James  Nisbett  before  the  Lords  of  Session,  conform  to  inventory ; and  to  pay  him  his 
accompt,  with  ane  reasonable  gratification  for  his  payns  in  that  affair  ; as  likewaves,  to  call  for  Mr 
Glass  his  accompt,  and  pay  the  samen,  and  to  take  up  such  papers  as  are  lyeing  in  his  hands,  be- 
longing to  the  Colledge.” 

Thus  terminates  the  case  of  Nisbett,  to  which  part  of  the  Historical  Account,  &c. 
relates.  It  had  not  been  terminated  at  the  time  of  that  work  appearing.  Indeed,  the  date 
proves  this — which,  however,  might  be  inferred  from  the  mode  in  which  the  author  treats 
the  case  ; and  the  Appendix  to  that  work,  p.  37,  &c.  clears  up  the  matter. 

The  earlier  case  to  which  Dr  Eccles  alludes,  was  that  of  George  Stirling,  which,  from 
the  defect  in  the  Minutes,  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  books  of  the  College.  Fountainiiall 
relates  it,  March  25.  1685,  February  2. 1686,  February  19.  1686, — but  with  his  usual  spirit 
regarding  the  Physicians.  Dr  Eccles  does  not  give  the  name  of  the  Lord  of  Session  (an 
Honorary  Member  of  the  College),  at  whose  intercession  the  fine  was  remitted ; and  he  does 
not  appear  in  the  Minutes,  nor  in  the  list  of  Honorary  Fellows  printed  with  the  Laws — the 
first  of  whom  was  Earl  of  Marciimont,  1696.  He  must,  it  is  thought,  have  been  elected  in 
1685. 

The  case  of  George  Stirling  is  specially  mentioned  in  the  Petition  of  the  College  to  his 
Grace  her  Majesty’s  High  Commissioner,  p.  2. ; and  in  “ a Letter  from  a Gentleman  in  Town 
to  his  Friend  in  the  Country,”  p.  3.  both  in  Fob  Coll,  of  Papers.  That  Letter  refers  to  Dr 
Eccles’  Historical  Account,  and  must,  therefore,  have  appeared  after  it;  but,  it  is  imagined, 
before  the  case  of  Nisbett,  of  which  it  gives  some  additional  particulars,  had  been  decided. 

These  hints,  like  Ariadne’s  clue,  may  guide  an  adventurer  into  the  labyrinth  ; but,  should 
lie  even  kill  the  Minotaur,  he  would  scarcely  have  spirit  enough  left  for  any  other  enter- 
prises. To  meddle  at  all  with  the  disputes,  indeed,  is  nearly  as  mad  as  a descent  ad  inferos, 
without  a Proserpine  in  view ; and,  it  will  be  recollected, 

Nec  Lethsea  valet  Theseus  abrumpere  cliaro 
Vincula  Pirithon. 

Passing  over  a considerable  interval,  partly  filled  up  elsewhere,  we  come  to  the  Memo- 
rial of  the  Incorporation  of  Surgeon- Apothecaries,  addressed  to  the  College,  on  the 
subject  of  Pharmacy,  and  establishing  a Dispensary  for  Drugs,  &c.,  to  be  found  in  the  Mi- 
nutes of  the  College,  date  7th  May  1 754,  and  the  Answer  thereto  by  the  College,  in  ditto, 
6th  August  same  year.  They  shew  the  opinions  and  animus  of  the  two  bodies  at  the  period ; 
and,  while  there  was  a visible  improvement  in  courtesy,  it  is  impossible  not  to  discover  in 
them  a remnant  of  the  old  jealousy.  [See  also  earlier  documents  in  Appendix  (E),  Minutes 
18th  January  and  1st  February  1737.] 
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The  former  document  bears — 

“ That  the  Society  of  Surgeon-Apothecaries  in  Edinburgh,  taking  under  consideration  the 
low  state  of  Pharmacy  in  this  country,  while  every  other  branch  of  useful  learning,  especially  such 
as  relate  to  Physick,  have  of  late  years  been  so  remarkably  improven,  and  seeing  that  the  exercise 
and  teaching  of  this  important  art  is  invested  in  them,  they  apprehend  it  their  duty  to  take  every 
proper  method  for  preventing  its  falling  into  discredit,  which  might  soon  be  the  case,  if  it  come 
into  the  hands  of  ignorant  and  unskilful  people.  The  preservation  of  their  own  constitution  as  a 
society,  the  welfare  of  the  lieges,  and  the  interest  of  their  own  members,  are  so  many  pressing 
arguments  that  induce  them  at  this  time  to  engage  in  an  undertaking  which,  they  flatter  them- 
selves, has  a tendency  to  advance  the  credit  and  real  improvement  of  Pharmacy,  as  well  as  the 
publick  good.  But  as  they  desire  to  cultivate  that  harmony  and  relation  that  naturally  subsists 
between  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  and  the  Community  of  which  they  are  members,  would 
not  enter  into  a measure  of  this  nature  without  first  communicating  their  design  to  the  College, 
which  is,  to  erect  a Dispensary  for  supplying  themselves  with  medicines  of  the  best  kind,  both 
chemical  and  Galenical.  They  propose  to  commission  their  simple  drugs  of  the  first  sort,  which 
are  to  be  inspected  at  importation  or  coming  into  their  warehouse,  by  a Committee  of  their  num- 
ber appointed  for  the  purpose,  and  the  different  ingredients  of  every  compounded  medicine  to  be 
viewed  by  two  of  their  members,  and  to  be  faithfully  prepared  or  mixed  in  their  presence,  accord- 
ing to  the  Pharmacopoeia  of  the  Royal  College,  submitting  any  alteration,  amendment,  or  different 
method  of  preparation,  to  their  judgment  and  direction ; and  that  at  no  time  the  College  may  be 
at  a loss,  through  the  want  of  any  particular  or  rare  medicine,  they  propose  to  supply  themselves 
with  such  of  these  as  are  not  commonly  to  be  found  in  the  shops,  and  shall  observe  the  smallest 
hint  from  any  member  of  the  College,  with  regard  to  any  particular  medicine  they  incline  to  use. 
As  an  undertaking  of  this  nature  cannot  be  carried  on  but  with  considerable  expense,  and  as  by  it 
they  can  have  no  prospect  in  the  way  of  profit  to  themselves,  but  viewing  it  as  a publick  good 
and  benefit  to  the  lieges,  tending  to  the  improvement  of  Pharmacy,  and  consequently  of  Physick, 
to  the  advancing  their  own  credit,  as  well  as  securing  their  rights,  they  hope  for  the  countenance 
and  approbation  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  and  shall  submit  to  them  any  amendments  in 
their  plan,  which  may  be  thought  more  suitable  to  answer  the  purpose  above  narrated.” 

“ Signed  this  4.  May  1754,  by  appointment  of  the  Incorporation, 

Sic  subsr.  James  Russell.” 

“ The  College  remit  to  the  following  Committee,  viz.  The  President,  Dr  Stevenson 
senior,  Dr  Kinnear,  Dr  Porterfield,  Dr  Alston,  Dr  St  Clair,  and  Dr  Whytt,  to  con- 
sider the  said  Memorial,  and  to  answer  it  or  not  as  they  shall  think  proper.” 

“ 6th  August  1754. — The  President  reported  from  the  Committee,  to  whom  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Memorial  given  in  to  the  College  from  the  Incorporation  of  Surgeon  Apothecaries  in 
Edinburgh  was  remitted,  that  they  had  deliberately  considered  said  Memorial,  and  were  all  of  opi- 
nion, that  the  College  should  make  an  answer  thereto,  lest  their  silence  might  be  interpret  to  be 
an  approbation  of  their  intended  scheme  : That  they  had  prepared  the  draught  of  an  answer,  which 
was  presented  to  the  College  and  read,  and  unanimously  approven,  and  signed  in  their  presence 
by  the  President,  and  given  to  the  Clerk,  to  be  by  him  delivered  to  Mr  James  Russell,  Deacon 
of  the  Surgeons,  and  ordered  said  answer  to  be  recorded  in  the  minutes  of  this  sederunt,  and  where- 
of the  tenor  follows : — 

“ Answer  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  at  Edinburgh  to  the  Memorial  given 
in  to  them  by  the  Incorporation  of  Surgeon-Apothecaries  there. 

“ The  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edinburgh,  whose  duty  and  inclination  it  is  to  culti- 
vate and  improve  Medicine  in  all  its  parts,  have  considered  the  Memorial  which  the  said  Incor 


Appendix  (G.) 


I 


i 


106  COLLEGE  DISAPPROVES  JUNCTION  OF  PHARMACY  WITH  SURGERY. 


Appendix  (G.) 


poration  sent  them  on  the  fourth  day  of  May  last,  containing  a scheme  for  the  improvement  of 
Pharmacy,  which  they  submit  to  the  amendment  of  the  College. 

“ The  Gentlemen  of  the  College  return  their  thanks  to  the  Incorporation  for  advising  them 
in  any  scheme  for  the  advancement  of  Pharmacy.  This  is  a matter  wherein  the  College  is  highly 
interested,  as  their  success  in  the  practice  of  Physick  must  in  a great  measure  depend  upon  the 
goodness  and  faithful  preparation  of  the  medicines  they  prescribe.  They  are  therefore  willing  not 
only  to  give  their  advice  and  countenance,  but  to  employ  the  power  they  are  entrusted  with,  to 
encourage  and  inforce  the  Regular  practice,  and  to  restrain  the  abuses  committed  in  this  import- 
ant art.  They  see  with  the  Memorialists,  and  have  the  greatest  reason  to  regret,  its  decayed  cre- 
dit in  this  placf>.  But  they  always  have  been,  and  still  are,  of  opinion,  that  the  most  effectual 
method  of  improving  the  different  branches  of  Medicine,  and  bringing  each  of  them  nearer  to  per- 
fection, would  be  to  cultivate  them  separately,  and  that  Pharmacy  alone  is  sufficient  to  occupy  the 
Apothecary’s  whole  time  and  attention.  But  they  do  not  see  what  real  improvement  that  art  can 
receive  from  the  scheme  in  the  Memorial,  since  thereby  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Incorporation,  in 
whom  the  exercise  and  teaching  of  it  are  said  to  be  invested,  seem  only  to  be  relieving  themselves 
of  the  trouble  of  preparing  the  greater  and  more  difficult  compositions,  as  well  Galenical  as  che- 
mical, and  of  devolving  it  upon  others.  They  apprehend  that  this  project,  however  convenient  or 
useful  it  may  be  to  the  masters,  must  be  a loss  to  the  apprentices  and  students,  as  it  will  in  a great 
measure  deprive  them  of  the  opportunity  of  learning  this  art  by  practice,  and  consequently  must 
tend  to  encrease  the  general  complaint  which  is  made  against  the  young  men  who  are  educated 
here,  when  they  go  abroad  to  other  places,  viz.  that  they  are  very  lame  and  deficient  in  the  know- 
ledge of  Pharmacy. — Signed  in  presence  and  by  appointment  of  the  Royal  College  this  6.  August 
1754,  by  Jo.  Rutherfoord,  P. C.”  &c. 

This  reply  obviously  alludes  to  the  strongly  expressed  sentiments  of  the  College,  in  re- 
gard to  the  junction  of  Surgery  with  Pharmacy,  during  the  long  and  embittered  litigation 
between  the  Incorporation  and  the  fraternity  of  Simple  Apothecaries.  Consistently  with  this 
principle,  as  is  often  noticed  in  the  Minutes,  the  College  agreed  to  separate  the  practice  of 
Medicine  from  other  branches  of  the  profession,  and,  as  is  well  known,  made  a special  enact- 
ment against  their  combination  by  either  Fellows  or  Licentiates.  This,  however,  is  not  the 
place  to  treat  the  subject,  which,  in  respect  to  Surgery  generally,  and  still  more  particularly 
Midwifery,  was  discussed  at  great  length  and  with  remarkable  abilities,  as  well  as  erudition, 
in  the  College  1769. 

From  one  of  the  papers  in  the  controversy  (Answers  to  the  Remarks,  vol.  iv.  Minutes, 
p.  33),  the  following  passage  is  extracted,  as  both  stating  a fact  of  some  importance,  and  sug- 
gesting what  the  College  might  with  propriety  undertake  as  a part  of  duty  connected  with 
the  scheme  now  projected  : — 

“ By  an  Act  of  Council  (Edinburgh)  the  9th  February  1726,  the  Midwives  are  ordered  to 
be  examined  by  two  of  the  Fellows  of  the  College  of  Physicians,  two  Surgeons,  and  the  Professor 
of  Midwifery  at  the  time,  before  they  are  allowed  to  practise.  ’ — See  Bower  for  the  Council’s 
appointment  of  a Professor  of  Midwifery,  vol.  ii.  p.  254,  &c.  where  this  resolution  is  given  fully. 

Speaking  of  London,  “ There  is  some  probability,”  say  Paris  and  Fonblanque,  “ that 
both  the  College  of  Physicians  and  the  College  of  Surgeons  will  decline  all  future  interfer- 
ence with  this  branch ; if  so,  it  will  be  necessary  that  some  new  authority  should  be  insti- 
tuted for  the  purpose  of  examining  and  licensing  candidates  for  practice.  The  duty  to  be 
performed  is  by  far  too  dangerous  and  delicate  to  be  left  to  the  hands  of  any  who  would 
assume  it,”  &c.— Med.  Juris,  vol.  i.  p.  84. 
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The  College,  at  a subsequent  period,  concurred  heartily  in  a proposal  made  by  the  Sur- 
geons regarding  another  matter,  as  may  be  seen. 

“ 1 6th  April  1771. — The  President  laid  before  the  meeting  a letter  received  from  David 
Wardrobe,  present  Deacon  of  the  Surgeons,  in  name  of  that  Society,  proposing  for  consideration 
of  the  College,  the  expediency  of  erecting  in  this  city  an  Hospital  for  Inoculation  of  the  Small 
Pox,  the  proper  plan  upon  which  such  Hospital  should  be  built,  and  the  best  measures  for  putting 
said  plan  in  execution.  The  College  having  taken  this  matter  into  consideration,  they  approve  of 
the  scheme  of  erecting  the  above  mentioned  Hospital,  which  they  are  of  opinion  will  conduce 
greatly  to  the  public  utility,  and  appoint  Sir  Stuart  Threipland,  Dr  Cullen,  and  Dr  Monro, 
as  a Committee  to  consider  of  the  proper  measures  for  carrying  the  said  scheme  into  execution, 
and  to  report  their  opinion  to  the  College  with  their  first  conveniency.” 

The  Report  was  given  in  7th  May  following,  and  recommitted  with  instructions  to  con- 
verse with  the  Surgeons  on  the  subject. 

It  would  be  easy  to  adduce  subsequent  evidences  of  the  gradual  approximation  in  the 
two  Colleges  to  that  state  of  harmony  and  mutual  esteem,  from  which  they  can  look  back  on 
the  past  with  a smile  as  well  as  with  pity,  and  on  the  future  in  the  confident  belief,  that, 
should  a bodily  alliance  be  impracticable,  they  will  continue  one  in  spirit,  in  efforts  for  the 
public  welfare,  in  generous  zeal  to  promote  the  true  and  common  interests  of  their  noble 
science.  But  the  end  of  an  appendix  would  be  an  unworthy  place  for  a theme  of  such  con- 
sequence, did  it  really  need  discussion.  One  fact  may  be  stated  to  prove  that  it  does  not. 
A member  of  each  College  seriously  argued  in  favour  of  then-  junction  in  1821,  and  brought 
forward  arguments,  which,  whether  valid  or  not,  were,  it  is  believed,  never  disputed.  The 
absence  of  controversy  on  the  subject,  some  persons  might  affirm,  implies  total  apathy  regard- 
ing it.  Nothing  could  be  more  erroneous  than  such  an  inference.  In  the  language  of  one  of 
the  pamphlets  alluded  to,  another  may  say,  ‘ were  both  really  desirous  of  the  thing,  no  diffi- 
‘ culty  would  be  insurmountable and,  therefore,  the  will  is  wanting,  not  the  power,  to  effect 
the  measure.  Even  tliis  conclusion  perhaps  is  equally  unfounded.  But,  if  it  be  so,  there 
must  exist  a moral  evil,  the  nature  and  absurdity  of  which  are  so  strikingly  displayed  by  an 
ancient,  in  a single  sentence,  as  not  to  demand  another  word  by  way  of  condemnation. 
‘ Miserrima  est  omnino  ambitio  honorumque  contentio  : de  qua  prseclarfe  apud  Platonem  est ; 
‘ — similiter  facere  eos,  qui  inter  se  contenderent,  uter  potins  rempublicam  administraret,  ut  si 
‘ nautce  certarent , quis  eorum  potissimum  gubernaret." — (Cic.  De  Offic.  lib.  i.  25.) 
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Propositions  regarding  Examinators,  8?c.  by  the  College. 


Ample  light  is  thrown  on  the  process  of  Examination,  &c.  by  the  following  Minutes  and 
Excerpts,  which  are  curious  in  other  respects. 


15</i  November  1693 — “ There  having  been  a propositione  anent  Examinators  to  be  appointed 
by  the  College,  and  to  continue  for  a year  or  longer,  it  was  referred  to  the  next  meeting,  which  is 
the  election-day,”  &c. 
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The  subject  was  not  then  taken  up,  but  on 

1th  December. — “ There  being  a propositione  made  anent  the  examination  of  Intrants,  the 
College  referred  the  consideration  of  it  till  their  next  meeting,  and,  in  the  mean  tyme,  recommends 
to  the  respective  members  to  have  their  thoughts  upon  it,  that  they  may  be  more  ready  to  give  their 
judgments  at  next  meeting,  which  is  hereby  appointed  to  be  this  day  eight  days,  the  14th  inst.” 

11  th  December  e.  a — <c  The  College  having  taken  into  their  consideratione  the  regulatione  of 
examinations,  doe  think  fit  that  there  be  fyve  examinators  appoynted,  to  continue  till  the  next  elec- 
tione  of  the  President,  and  that  they  be  nominal  by  the  President  and  College  from  year  to  year, 
but  (without)  prejudice  to  continue  all  or  any  one  or  more  of  the  said  examinators  as  they  shall  think 
fitt ; and  there  shall  be  no  examination  unless  three  of  these  examinators  be  present,  and  the  Presi- 
dent or  Pro-  Preses,  and  as  many  of  the  College  as,  with  the  examinators  present,  shall  make  up 
a full  quorum  : and  it  is  ordered,  that,  for  the  greater  solemnity , the  whole  members  be  warned  to 
be  present  at  the  examination  of  Intrants.  And  the  College  doth  appoynt  the  next  meeting  to  be 
this  day  eight  days,  being  the  21st  inst.,  att  which  tyme  the  examinators  are  to  be  appoynted  and 
nominated.” 

21  st  December  e.  a — “ The  College  ratifie  what  was  done  at  the  last  meeting  anent  examina- 
tiones,  and  declares  the  samen  to  have  the  force  of  a law,  with  this  additione,  that  in  the  absence  of 
the  Preses  and  Pro-Preses,  that  a quorum  of  the  examinators  and  Colledge  being  mett  to  examine 
intrants,  the  last  Preses  that  is  present  shall  preside,  and  failzieing  of  him,  they  may  choyse  any 
among  themselves  to  preside.  And  further,  the  Colledge  doe,  for  the  current  year,  appoynt  Doctors 
Sibbald,  Trotter,  Pitcairne,  Eccles,  and  Olyphant,  to  be  examinators.  And  appoynt 
their  next  meeting,  &c. ; att  which  tyme,  it  is  recommended  to  the  several  members  of  the  Colledge 
to  consider  and  give  their  opinione  what  further  tryall  shall  be  imposed  upon  intrants  after  the 
said  examination." 

4 th  January  1694. — “ The  Colledge  having  considered  what  was  proposed  last  meeting  con- 
cerning what  further  tryall  should  be  imposed  on  intrants  after  their  examinatione,  they  have  thought 
fitt  that  the  intrant  shall  have  a subject  of  a discourse  prescribed  him  by  the  Colledge,  upon  which 
he  is  to  treat  when  appoynted,  either  to  be  delivered  viva  voce  or  by  papers.” 

At  meeting,  1st  June,  e.  a.,  Dr  Andrew  Melvill  (grad.  1683,  at  Caen,  Normandy)  peti- 
tioned to  be  examined  in  order  to  his  being  licensed, — being  the  first  after  the  preceding  enactment. 
The  25th  June  was  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  his  first  examination,  which  was  conducted  by  the 
whole  five  examinators, — three  other  members,  seemingly,  being  present.  They  appoint  5th  July 
“ for  him  to  discourse  upon  the  Vertigo.’  Accordingly — 

5 th  July,  e.  a. — (Seven  Fellows  in  all  attending.) — “ The  Colledge  having  heard  Dr  Andrew 
Melvill  his  discourse  De  Vertigine,  according  to  the  order  of  the  last  dyet,  doe  approve  unani- 
mously of  the  said  discourse,  and  doe  licentiat  him  to  practise  medicine  within  the  town  of  Edin- 
burgh and  liberties  thereof;  anu  thereafter,  by  another  vote,  the  College  admitted  him  candidat;  and 
further,  the  Colledge,  considering  the  good  qualifications  of  the  said  Dr  Melvill,  and  that  he  re- 
sides in  the  country,  whereby  he  cannot  always  attend  here,  and  being  unwilling  to  put  him  to  fur- 
der  trouble  of  attending  a new  dyet,  and  having  formerly  admitted  such  as  reside  in  the  country  So- 
cius  after  the  same  manner,  therefor  they  doe  admitt  the  said  Dr  Melvill  Socius,  with  all  the  pri- 
viledges,  &c.,  who  accordingly  took  his  place  at  the  board.” 

On  30th  July,  e.  a.,  “ The  Colledge,  for  good  and  weighty  reasons,  have,  by  plurality  of  votes, 
admitted  and  received  Dr  Thomas  Dalrymple  Socius,  allowing  him  to  have  and  enjoy  all  the 
priviledges,”  &c.  He  seems  never  to  have  been  a Licentiate,  and  in  the  list  of  Fellows  neither  the 
date  nor  place  of  his  graduation  is  mentioned.  On  the  27th  September,  same  year,  Dr  James  Ro- 
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bertson  was  admitted  Candidate,  and  received  as  Socius,  on  giving  bond  for  payment  of  ordinary  Appendix  (H.) 
dues.  The  above  remark  applies  to  him  also.  It  is  curious  in  his  case,  that,  at  next  meeting,  “ the 
College  approve  nem.  contra.,  the  admission  to  be  a Socius,  and  desire  him  to  take  his  place  at  the 
board,  and  vote.” 

On  1st  October,  e.  a.  Dr  David  Dickson  (Harderwick,  in  Guelder-Land,  grad.  1690)  peti- 
tioned to  be  taken  on  trial,  which  was  granted  on  4th  October,  when  the  Colledge  were  unanimous- 
ly satisfied,  and  appointed  him  to  have  a discourse,  De  Tetano,  on  the  8th.  He  was  that  day,  ac- 
cordingly heard,  and  having  been  approved,  was  made  Licentiate,  then  declared  Candidate;  and 
“ the  Colledge,  farther  considering  the  good  qualifications  and  zeal  for  the  interests  of  the  Colledge 
of  the  said  Dr  Dickson,  and  that  he  has  practised  medicine  these  several  years  bygone,  doe  there- 
fore admit  him  Socius,’’  &c.  He  accordingly  took  his  place  at  the  board, — all  on  the  same  day. 

On  that  day  Dr  George  Stirling  was  examined  and  approved.  His  discourse,  De  Pleuritide, 
was  heard  on  the  16th,  when  he  was  admitted  Licentiate,  declared  Candidate,  admitted  Socius,  and 
took  his  place.  Dr  Smeliiolme,  examined  on  the  16th  (same  as  above),  had  his  discourse,  De 
Arthritide  on  the  23d,  when  he  took  his  place  in  the  same  manner;  but  in  his  case  there  is  a spe- 
ciality in  regard  to  payment  of  dues,  not,  however,  affecting  the  principle. 

Dr  George  Hepburn  examined  on  the  14th  November  1694,  held  his  discourse,  De  JVlor- 
bis  Soporosis  in  Genere,  on  the  15th  ; and,  on  the  same  day,  being  admitted  Licentiate,  declared 
Candidate,  and  admitted  Socius,  took  his  seat. 

Dr  Robert  Carmichael,  examined  29th  November  1694,  had  his  discourse,  De  Affectibus 
Lienis  in  Genere,  on  the  3d  December,  when  he  passed  through  all  the  steps  in  the  same  way. 

On  the  17th  January  1695,  three  of  the  examinators  were  retained,  and  two  new  ones  ap- 
pointed. 

14 th  September,  e.  a — “ The  College  unanimously  admitted  Dr  Mitchell  Socius,  on  paying 
100  merks  Scots  to  the  College,  and  took  his  place.” 

No  notice  of  his  examination,  of  his  being  Licentiate,  or  of  date  and  place  of  his  graduation. 

Same  day , — Dr  Edward  Eizat  petitioned  to  be  admitted  a Licentiate  without  examina- 
tion, he  having  received  his  degree  before  the  erection  of  the  College.  This  granted,  and  by  plura- 
lity of  votes  he  was  received  Candidate,  admitted  Socius,  and  took  his  place. 

Same  day. — “ It  being  put  to  the  vote,  Whether  the  old  law  anent  the  examination  of  in- 
trants as  it  was  at  the  first  erection,  or  the  new  law,  appointing  examinators  for  a whole  year  to- 
gether, should  be  observed  in  time  coming,  it  was  carried  by  the  plurality,  that  the  old  law  should 
be  observed,  and  the  new  abrogate.” 

This  carried  a second  time  on  16th  September,  but  relates,  it  is  clear,  to  the  examinators,  not 
to  the  examination  itself. 

On  which  day,  Dr  Blackadder,  then  petitioning  to  be  licensed,  is  received,  declared  Candi- 
date, admitted  Socius,  and  takes  his  place. 

25th  September  1695,  Dr  Rule  examined  on  the  Institutions  of  Medicine  for  first  time. 

30th  . . . Ditto  on  the  Aphorisms  of  Hippocrates  for  the  second  time. 

2d  October  ....  Upon  a practical  case,  viz.  De  Apoplexia,  being  the  third  and  last  time. 

He  was  that  day  declared  Licentiate,  declared  Candidate,  admitted  Socius,  and  took  his  seat. 

Dr  Adam  Freer  examined — 

1.  30th  September,  e.  a.,  supposed  on  Institutions. 

2.  4th  October  upon  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  7th  ...  upon  a practical  case. 

Same  day,  Licentiate,  Candidate,  Socius;  takes  his  seat. 
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Dr  Alexander  Dundas  examined — 

1.  7th  October  e.  a.,  upon  the  Institutes. 

2.  30th  ...  upon  21st  Aphorism,  1st  sect.,  and  58th  of  14th  sect. 

3.  4th  November,  his  discourses,  De  Pleuritide  and  De  Febre,  &c. 

Same  day,  Licentiate,  Candidate,  Socius,  and  takes  his  seat. 

At  the  meeting  18th  November,  e.  a.,  Dr  St  Clair  “ protested  against  the  admission  of  Dr 
Stirling  to  be  a Socius,  as  being  admitted  contrail-  to  an  act  of  the  College  (about  a year  past) 
requiring  three  years  study  of  medicine  before  any  application  to  the  Colleger 
This  protest  was  afterwards  withdrawn,  and  the  minute  deleted. 

Dr  James  Forrest  examined — 

1.  16th  November  1696,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  18th  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  20th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  Licentiate,  Candidate,  and  Socius. 

Dr  William  Jardine  examined — 

1.  15th  April  1698,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  20th  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  27th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Licensed  same  day,  or  on  the  29th  “ at  the  College  table.” 

There  was  some  peculiarity  in  this  case,  and  that  of  Dr  Patrick  Ford,  who  had  been  pur- 
sued, fined,  &c.,  but  afterwards  licensed.  See  for  it  21st  June  1699,  &c.  backwards.  See,  too.  Dr 
Prestoune’s  case,  27tb  June  ib.  &c. 

Dr  John  Hay  (Aberdeen  Graduate),  licensed  16th  Nov.  1702;  Socius  19th  ditto. 

Dr  John  Riddell  examined;  also  Dr  John  St  Clair — 

1.  19th  November  1702,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  23d  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  26th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

On  same  day  both  licensed,  and  made  socii. 

Dr  John  Monro  and  Dr  John  Drummond,  both  Graduates  of  Aberdeen,  petition  to  be 
licensed  on  11th  January  1704,  when  both  are  admitted,  declared  candidates,  and  made  socii. 

Dr  James  Luitfoot  and  Dr  William  Learmont  both  examined — 

1.  26th  January  1704,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  2d  February  on  the  Aphorisms. 

3.  9th  ...  on  practical  cases. 

Same  day  Licentiates,  Candidates,  and  Socii. 

Dr  William  Stewart  (St  Andrew’s  Graduate),  licensed  28th  July  1704,  and  on  15th  Au- 
gust declared  Candidate  and  Socius. 

Dr  Francis  Pringle  examined — 

1.  2d  November  1704,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  9th  ...  on  the  Aphorisms. 

3.  2 1 st  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

1st  December,  he  and  Drs  Prestoune  and  M£Kenzie  declared  Candidates,  and  made  Socii. 

The  next  case  is  the  remarkable  one  of  Mr  David  Cockburn,  who  was  examined  at  the 
request  of  the  Principal  of  the  University;  for  which  see  Appendix  (D.) 
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Dr  David  Gregory  (Sav.  Prof.  Astronomy),  made  Socius  22d  August  1705.  He  took  his  Appendix  (H.) 

seat  at  the  board  on  4th  October  ib.,  on  which  day  Dr  Robert  Gray,  Fellow  of  the  College  of  

Physicians  of  London,  and  Dr  Hans  Sloan,  also  Fellow  of  same,  and  Secretary  to  the  Royal  So- 
ciety, were  made  Socii.  Diplomas  as  such  were  ordered  to  be  sent  to  them.  They  had  been  pro- 
posed at  a former  meeting. 

Dr  James  Brown  examined — 

1.  29th  January  1706,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  12th  February  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  25th  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  admitted  Licentiate  only. 

Dr  William  Alexander  examined — 

1.  21st  May  e.  a.  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  4th  June  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  18th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  admitted  Licentiate  only. 

Dr  Patrick  Sinclair  examined — 

1.  10th  October  e.  a.  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  29th  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  14th  November  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  declared  Licentiate  only. 

12th  August  1707.— These  three  were  called  in  and  declared  Candidates;  also  called  in  a 
second  time  and  declared  Socii. 

Dr  Thomas  Young  examined — 

1.  12th  August  1707,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  2d  September  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  23d  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  admitted  Licentiate;  12th  December,  Candidate  and  Socius.  On  this  day  Dr  John 
Arbuthnot  admitted  a Socius  by  diploma. 

Dr  Robert  Lowis  examined — 

1.  17th  August  1708,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  24th  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

No  record  of  3d  examination,  but  it  was  ordered,  and  must  have  taken  place ; as  at  meeting  of 
Nov.  2.  there  is  a proposal  to  make  him  (formerly  Licentiate)  a Fellow,  which  he  became  on  the 
9th  instant. 

Dr  Nicholas  Montgomerie  examined — 

1.  15th  December  1709,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  22d  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  29th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  declared  Licentiate ; Socius  on  5th  August  1712. 

2d  May  1710. — “ Ordered  that  Dr  Lowis  speak  to  Dr  James  Crawford  anent  his  coming 
in  to  be  licentiat  by  the  College.” 

ls£  August  e.  a. — “ Dr  Lowis  reported  that  Dr  Crawford  was  to  speak  to  the  President  him- 
self anent  his  entering  a Licentiate  of  the  College.”  He  petitioned  to  be  examined  23d  November 
e.  a.  His  first  examination  on  Institutes  as  usual,  28th  November ; the  second  (Aphorisms)  on  5th 
December;  the  third  (two  practical  cases)  on  12th  December,  when  he  was  admitted  Licentiate 
Made  Socius  on  11th  February  1711. 
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6th  November  1711. — “ The  College  ordered  that  the  President  and  Censors  cause  ceit  Dr 
Cameron,  Dr  Home,  and  Dr  Menzies,  or  any  other  Doctors  that  are  not  entered  with  the  Col- 
lege to  enter  Licentiates ; and  if  any  of  them  refuse  and  become  contumaceous,  to  prosecute  them 
conform  to  the  charter  of  erection  and  other  rules  of  the  College.” 

Dr  Alexander  Home  petitions  on  18th  December  same  year,  to  be  admitted  Licentiate 
without  examination,  he  having  graduated  before  the  patent.  Admitted  accordingly. 

Dr  John  Cameron  examined — 

1.  29th  January  1712,  on  the  Institutes. 

2.  12th  February  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  26th  ...  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  admitted  Licentiate. 

Dr  John  Menzies  examined — 

1.  1st  April  1712,  on  Institutes. 

2.  22d  ...  on  two  Aphorisms. 

3.  6th  May  on  two  practical  cases. 

Same  day  admitted  Licentiate  ; Socius  10th  December  1712. 

12 th  February  1712. — “ The  College,  in  regard  to  the  merit  of  Mr  Alexander  Russell, 
Doctor  of  Medicine  at  Elgin,  and  that  in  return  to  the  respect  he  has  shewn  in  dedicating  to  them 
his  Treatise  entitled  ‘ Ane  Essay  of  Medicine,’  doe  nominate  and  admitt  him  to  be  an  honorary  mem- 
ber of  the  Colledge,  vthich  is  hereby  declared  not  to  give  right  to  vote  in  tbair  meetings,  or  to  prac- 
tise medicine  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  or  within  the  bounds  and  priviledges  contained  in  the 
patent  or  charter  of  erection  of  the  Colledge.” 

Various  other  examinations  of  the  same  kind  went  on  up  to  and  after  the  time  when  the 
Principal  of  the  University  requested  the  College  to  examine  candidates.  See  Appendix  (D.) 
The  process  seems  to  have  been  the  same  in  both  lands  of  cases, — that  is,  generally,  1st,  On 
the  Institutions  ; 2 dly,  On  two  Aphorisms ; and,  3 d/y,  On  two  practical  cases : and  though, 
perhaps,  as  Bower  remarks,  it  might  he  more  honourable  to  the  University,  that  the  business 
should  be  conducted  by  those  who  directed  the  course  of  studies,  “ there  is  no  reason  for 
suspecting  that  the  Physicians  to  whom  the  examinations  were  (previously)  delegated,  per- 
formed this  duty  carelessly.” — (Hist.  Univ.  vol.  ii.  p.  211.)  He  is  probably  right  also  in 
thinking  (p.  217),  that  the  form  which  had  been  adopted  at  Leyden,  was,  with  some  slight 
variations,  preferred  by  the  Professors,  who  were  educated  at  that  school. 

To  conclude  this  subject,  it  is  proper  to  add  that  there  is  not  a single  instance  of  rejection 
recorded  during  the  whole  period  in  which  examinations  were  carried  on  by  the  College. 

Though  totally  irrelevant  to  the  subject  of  the  Report,  it  may  he  worth  while  observing 
that  some  particulars  respecting  Scottish  Physicians  reared  abroad  may  be  learned  from  their 
Theses  on  taking  degrees.  A few  examples  will  gratify  the  curious. 

1.  Robertus  Trotter,  grad.  Leyd.  1672.  (Fellow  and  named  in  the  Charter  of  the  Col- 
lege) dedicated  his  Inaug.  Disp.  “ De  Lelhargo”  to  “ D.  Roberto  Trotter,  J.  C.  et  in  supremo 
Scotiffi  Senate,  qui  Edinburgi  est,  Advocato  consultissimo,  prudentissimo  Parenti  plurimum  honor - 
undo  : D.  Georgio  Ramsay  de  Brackmauth  : D.  Jacobo  Borthwicke,  Medico-Chirurgo,  ex- 
pertissimo  et  feelieissimo.’ 

2.  Thomas  Burnet,  Edinb.  Scotus,  grad.  Ley.  1691,  dedicated  his  Disp.  Med.  “ De 
Vomitu”  to  “ D.  D.  Thom.  Burneto,  Eq.  Aur.  Serenissimorum  Mag.  Brit.  Regis  et  Reginae  in 
Scotia  Medico  Primario,  nec  non  Coll.  Reg.  Med.,  Edin.  Soc.  dignis.  Patri  meo,  See." 
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3.  Andreas  Sheene,  grad.  Ley.  1695,  dedicated  his  Disp.  Med.  Inaug.  “ De  Yariolis  et 
Morbillis”  to  “ D.  Edwardo  Murray,  filio  Marchionis  de  Athol,  &c.  : Viro  omni  genere  erudi- 
tionis  instructo  D.  Roberto  Sybald,  Eq.  Aur.  Coll.  Med.  Edin.  Pises.,  &c. 

D.  Joannx  Skeen,  patruo  sttol  ^ 

D.  Joanni  Skeen,  J.  F.  j 


-Dominis  de  Halyairds  in  Fifa,”  &c. 


f.  Francis  Pringle,  grad.  Leyd.  1702  (Fellow  of  College),  dedicated  his  Inaug.  Disp.  “ De 
Nat.  et  Cur.  AMAYPDEEfls”  to  “ D.  D.  Joanni  Pringle  de  Stitchill,  Equiti  Aurato,  Baronetto, 
fratri  suo  Germano : D.  D.  Archibald©  Hope  de  Rankeillour,  Eq.  Aur.  Secreti  suie  Majestatis 
Britannise  Concilii  antiquissimo  Regio  Scotiaj  Corisiliarii,  &c. : Avunculo  suo,  &c.  : D.  Joanni 
Hume  de  Blackadder,  Eq.  Aur.  Bar.  sibi  per  sororem  ultima  offmitale  conjuncto.” 


Appendix  (H.) 


At  an  earlier  period  than  any  of  these,  Sir  Robert  Sibbald,  who,  however,  seems  to 
have  graduated  at  Angers,  gives  us  some  idea  of  Leyden  as  a Medical  School. 

“ I stayed  at  Leyden  ane  year  and  a half  (1660,  &c.),  and  studied  Anatomie  and  Chirurgerie 
under  the  learned  Professor  Van  Horn.  I studied  the  Plants  under  Adolphus  Vorstius,  who 
had  then  been  Botanick  Professor  thirty-seven  years;  and  I studied  the  Institutions  and  Practice 
under  Sylvius,  who  was  famous  then.  I saw  twenty-three  human  bodies  dissected  by  him  at  the 
hospital  which  I frequented  with  him.  I saw  some  dissected  publickly  by  Van  Horn.  1 was  fellow- 
student  with  Steno,  who  became  famous  afterwards  for  his  writings.  He  dissected  in  my  chamber 
sometvmes,  and  showed  me  there  the,  ductus  salivalis  superior  he  had  discovered.  I frequented  an 
apothecarie’s  shop,  and  saw  the  Materia  Medica  and  the  ordinary  compositiones  made.  I studied 
Chirnie  under  a German  called  Witichius,  and,  after  he  went  away,  under  Margravius  (brother 
to  him  who  wrott  the  Natural  History  of  Brazile).  Sometyme  I heard  the  lessons  of  Vander 
Linden,  who  was  famous  for  critical  learning.  I composed  tlier  (the  last  summer  I stayed  ther) 
Theses  de  variis  Tabis  speciebus.  Sylvius  was  Praeses  when  I defended  them  publickly  in  the 
schools.” — (Mem.  of  his  Life,  MS.  in  the  Advocate’s  Library.) 


APPENDIX  (I.) 

Correspondence  on  Medical  Reform,  referred  to  at  p.  41. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  College,  7th  August  1804,  was  presented  and  read  a printed  let-  Appendix  (I.) 
ter,  received  by  the  President  from  Dr  James  Harvey,  Registrar  of  the  College  of  Physi- 
cians, London,  affixing  a copy  of  a proposed  plan  for  the  better  regulation  of  Medical  Practi- 
tioners in  the  Country  Districts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  which  it  was  intended  to  make 
application  to  Parliament  with  a view  to  an  Act,  and  requesting  the  opinion  of  the  College 
thereon.  Considering  this  a matter  that  required  mature  deliberation,  the  College  appointed 
a Committee,  consisting  of  Drs  Hamilton,  Gregory,  Buchan,  Hope,  and  Hume,  with  the 
President,  Dr  Spens,  to  report  on  it  at  the  next  quarterly  meeting, — the  said  document  being 
meanwhile  laid  on  the  table  for  the  inspection  of  the  members.  The  President,  on  6th 
November,  stated  that  he  had  written  to  Dr  Harvey  requesting  farther  information  in  regard 
to  the  plan,  but  had  not  yet  received  an  answer.  In  consequence,  the  business  was  remitted 
to  the  Committee,  who  were  desired  “ to  take  the  best  method,  by  corresponding  with  the  in- 
dividual members  of  the  College  of  London,  or  otherwise,  for  ascertaining  whether  it  would 
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be  advisable  for  them  to  concur  in  the  proposed  application  to  Parliament.”  A year  having 
elapsed,  the  President,  on  5tli  November  1805,  laid  before  the  meeting  a letter  which  he  had 
received  from  Dr  Harvey,  enclosing  a second  “ Outline  of  a Plan  for  an  intended  Bill,  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Medical  Practitioners,  Chemists,  Druggists,  and  Venders  of  Medicine,” 
&c.  The  College,  having  read  this  letter  and  plan,  ordered  them  to  be  engrossed  in  the  mi- 
nutes, together  with  the  first  plan,  and  any  correspondence  that  had  taken  place  with  the  Lon- 
don College,  to  whom  thanks  for  their  communication  were  to  be  returned.  The  whole  sub- 
ject, therefore,  was  now  brought  forward,  and  occupies  great  space.  An  analysis  or  outline 
may  be  given  here  with  advantage. 

1st  Plan. — The  preamble  sets  forth  the  many  and  great  inconveniences  arising  from  the  igno- 
rance of  persons  styling  themselves  Physicians,  Surgeons,  and  Apothecaries,  and  others  known  un- 
der the  names  of  Chemists,  Druggists,  &c.  settled  in  divers  parts  of  the  kingdom,  and  practising 
their  several  callings,  “ without  previous  authority,  derived  from  regular  education,  or  other  legiti- 
mate and  proper  sources,”  to  the  great  detriment,  &c.  Then  come  the  clauses  intended  to  be  enact- 
ed as  remedial,  namely — (1.)  That  no  Physician,  who  is  not  a regular  Graduate  of  the  two  English 
Universities,  of  those  of  Ireland,  or  of  Scotland,  “ except  as  herein-after  provided,”  shall  be  permit- 
ted to  practise  in  the  United  Kingdom ; (2.)  that  no  Surgeon,  not  having  served  a regular  appren- 
ticeship of  five  years,  and  afterwards  attended  two  years  in  a provincial  hospital,  or  one  in  any  of  the 
London,  Dublin,  or  Edinburgh  hospitals,  “ except  as  herein-after  provided,”  shall  be  permitted,  &c. ; 
(3.)  that  no  Apothecary,  who  shall  not  have  (the  same  qualifications),  shall,  &c. ; (4.)  that  no  Che- 
mist, &c.  shall  be  permitted  to  prescribe  or  dispense  medicines  in  a retail  manner  unless  he  may  have 
bad  the  regular  education  of  an  Apothecary,  or  be  otherwise  legally  authorised  so  to  do  ; (5.)  that  no 
Physicians,  having  no  authority  by  their  particular  degrees  to  practise  in  that  part  of  the  kingdom 
where  they  have  fixed  their  abode,  shall  be  licensed  so  to  do  by  the  university  or  royal  college  with- 
in the  jurisdiction  of  which  such  abode  is  situated;  (6.)  that  Surgeons,  by  their  particular  educations 
qualified  to  practise,  shall  be  examined  and  licensed  by  their  respective  corporations,  societies,  &c. 
as  to  their  ability,  &c.  ; (7.)  that,  in  default  of  such  examination,  & c.  it  shall  be  competent  to  the 
Physician  of  the  district,  together  with  two  assessors,  being  Surgeons,  already  approved,  &c.  to  call 
before  him  any  Surgeon  so  circumstanced,  and  to  examine  him,  &c. ; (8.)  that  Apothecaries,  entitled 
to  practise,  shall  be  examined  by  their  respective  authorities,  &c. ; (9.)  that,  in  default  of  such  exa- 
mination, it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Physician,  &c.  (as  in  the  preceding  case,  the  two  assessors  being 
Apothecaries) ; (10.)  that  Chemists,  &c.  shall  be  examined  by  the  Physician,  with  two  proper  as- 
sessors, touching  their  knowledge  of  drugs  and  the  doctrines  of  chemical  affinity;  (11.)  that  no  Phy- 
sician under  thirty-six,  and  “ who  hath  not  been  a Fellow  of  the  College  of  Physicians  of  London 
ten  years,”  and  hath  not  been  also  a resident  practitioner  within  the  bills  of  mortality  there,  “ for  at 
least  the  same  space  of  time,”  or  practised  as  such  within  either  of  the  English  Universities  during 
the  same  period,  can  be  appointed  by  the  College  of  London  a Physician  to  any  district  in  England  ; 
(12.)  that  no  Physician,  &c.  ( mutatis  mutandis , with  regard  to  Dublin  and  Ireland  ; (13.)  that  no 
Physician,  &c.  (same  qualification,  only  comprehending  Glasgow,  Aberdeen,  and  St  Andrews,  as 
well  as  Edinburgh)  can  be  appointed  by  the  Royal  College  of  Edinburgh  Physician  to  any  district 
in  Scotland;  (14.)  “ provided,  nevertheless,  that  any  Physician,  having  been  a Fellow  of  any  of  the 
Royal  Colleges  twenty  years,  and  having  also  attained  his  forty-sixth  year,  if  he  shall  have  continued  in 
the  practice  of  his  profession  (proof  of  which  to  be  given),  although  not  within  the  bills  of  mortality  of 
London,  nor  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  the  Royal  Colleges,  nor  within  any  of  the  Universities, 
maybe  nominated  according  to  his  seniority  of  standing  in  any  of  the  aforesaid  Colleges;”  (15.) 
“ And  whereas  many  Physicians,  graduates  of  the  several  Universities  of  England,  Ireland,  and 
Scotland,  may  not  hitherto  have  been  admitted  into  the  Fellowship  of  their  respective  Royal  Col- 
leges, it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  Physicians,  after  due  examination  and  admission,  to  reckon  their 
standing  in  the  College  into  which  they  may  be  admitted,  in  the  following  manner,”  &c.  (follows  a 
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long  specification  of  the  grade  or  status  to  be  attained  by  length  of  practice,  &c.  terminating)  “ pro- 
vided, however,  that  this  shall  not  be  construed  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  present  existing  Fellows, 
whose  seniority  shall  be  maintained  according  to  the  order  in  which  they  stand,  and  which  shall  not 
be  prejudiced  by  Practitioners  being  admitted  into  the  Royal  College  according  to  the  aforesaid 
provisions,”  (all  in  reference  to  district  appointments) ; (16.)  that  each  and  all  of  the  several  Royal 
Colleges  shall  nominate  in  their  respective  parts  of  the  kingdom,  &c.  (London  for  England,  &c.  &c.) 
the  Senior  Physician  of  such  College,  he  “ not  being  in  the  enjoyment  of  any  district  appointment,” 
to  be  Resident  Physician  in  any  district  then  vacant ; and,  in  case  of  his  refusal  to  accept,  the  next 
of  the  Fellows,  in  order  of  seniority,  shall  then  be  nominated,  &c.  and  as  often  as  any  vacancy  shall 
occur  the  same  order  of  nomination  shall  be  strictly  observed, — the  President,  unless  really  Senior 
Fellow,  not  to  be  held  as  such,  “ and  he  is  hereby  not  accounted  the  Senior  Fellow (17.)  that  the 
place  of  President,  on  his  accepting  the  office  of  District  Physician — he  being  really  Senior — shall 
immediately  become  vacant;  (18.)  “ that,  after  passing  the  act,  not  more  than  four,  nor  less  than 
two,  appointments  to  districts  shall  be  filled  up  in  any  one  year  by  each  or  any  of  the  Colleges  ; 
(19.)  that  each  District  Physician  shall  reside  within  the  district  to  which  his  College  hath  appoint- 
ed him, — that  he  shall  have  authority  to  call  upon  all  physicians  within  it  to  exhibit  their  licenses, 
— by  himself,  or  with  assessors,  examine  Surgeons,  Apothecaries,  &c. — examine  once  in  every  year, 
or  oftener  if  he  think  fit,  “ in  the  day-time,”  such  houses  or  shops  as  dispense  medicines,  destroy, 
&c. ; (20.)  that  the  District  Physician  shall  “ be  empowered  to  grant  licences  to  all  such  Physicians, 
Surgeons,  Apothecaries,  &c.  as  he  shall  consider  fit  and  proper  persons  within  his  limits,”  &c.  and 
shall  exhibit  a list  of  such,  with  their  respective  residences,  &c.  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  &c. — and 
transmit  a similar  list  to  the  College  of  Physicians;  (21.)  that  each  person  shall  pay  for  his  annual 
licence  (specified  in  preceding  clause)  Two  pounds  two  shillings,  and  one  shilling  to  the  Clerk,  &c. 
for  registering  and  inserting  a notification  of  the  same  in  a list,  to  be  published  after  the  summer  as- 
sizes, in  the  county  newspaper;  (22.)  that  two  or  more  persons  in  partnership  shall  pay  for  so  many 

licences  ; (23.)  that  persons  practising  or  vending  medicine  without  licence,  forfeit ; 

(24.)  that  illiterate  persons  be  refused  licences  ; (25.)  that  the  constables,  &c.  do  every  year  procure  the 
name  of  every  person  practising,  &c.  and  make  known  the  same,  by  affixing  a list  upon  the  door  of 

the  parish  church,  &c. ; (26.  27.  28.)  that  England,  &c.  &c.  be  divided  into districts ; (29.) 

that  “ for  each  District  Physician  each  Royal  College  shall  draw  annually  upon  the  Receiver  Gene- 
ral for  a salary  not  exceeding ;”  (30.)  that  salary  shall  be  paid  by  the  College,  and  commence 

from  the  quarter-day  next  succeeding  the  appointment  of  the  Physician,  and  be  paid  up  to  the  day 
of  death  or  resignation  ; (31.)  that  not  less  than  eight  months  in  the  year  be  deemed  sufficient  resi- 
dence to  entitle  to  salary;  (32.)  that  no  District  Physician  reside  within  twenty  miles  of  the  Royal 
Colleges,  nor  within  twenty  miles  of  any  University  of  England,  &c.  &c.  nor  hold  Professorship, 
Lectureship,  or  office  within  or  connected  with  the  same,  “ it  being  intended  by  this  act  to  provide 
for  the  greater  comfort  and  security  of  his  Majesty’s  subjects  in  all  parts  of  his  dominions,  and  par- 
ticularly the  country,  by  supplying  them  with  well  educated,  able,  and  attentive  practitioners.” 

This  plan,  it  is  said  in  a subjoined  note,  was  laid  before  the  College  (London),  with  a 
view  to  alterations,  &c.,  when  the  expediency  of  applying  to  Parliament  would  he  considered ; 
but  this  was  not  proposed  to  be  made  till  the  several  Royal  Colleges  had  viewed  the  plan  in 
all  its  bearings.* 

A letter  from  Dr  Spens  (President),  dated  8th  August  1804,  informs  Dr  Harvey  of  the 
receipt  of  the  Outline,  &c.,  and  of  his  having  laid  it  before  the  College,  “ from  which  it  will 
meet  with  that  attention  which  the  importance  of  the  subject,  and  the  respectability  of  the  Body 
by  which  the  communication  has  been  made,  justly  claim.”  In  the  mean  time,  he  observes,  that 

* In  this  analysis,  be  it  observed,  the  preamble  has  been  taken  apart  from  the  clauses,  which  in  the  origi- 
nal number  one  more  than  here, — the  preamble  being  (1.). 
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in  its  present  state,  it  appeared  to  him  attended  with  considerable  difficulties ; and  he  especial- 
ly adds  “ it  seems  not  right  that  the  Universities  of  St  Andrews  and  Aberdeen,  which  grant 
degrees  without  residence  or  examination,  should  be  put  on  the  same  footing  with  the  other 
Universities.”  A letter  from  Dr  Harvey,  14th  August  1805,  informs  Dr  Spens  that,  by  ad- 
vice of  their  Counsel,  the  Plan  was  suspended  for  the  present ; that,  when  the  subject  should 
be  renewed,  the  College  would  communicate  “ with  the  University  thereupon  and  that  he 
incloses  the  Plan  “ in  the  form  lately  submitted  to  Counsel.” 

2d  Plan. — The  preamble  ipsissimis  verbis.  (1.)  Substantially  the  same,  the  expression  “ ha- 
ving personally  performed  his  academical  exercises,  and  been  admitted  to  his  degree  without  grace,” 
being  interponed,  and  a slight  alteration  otherwise  made;  (2.  onwards  to  10.)  remain  as  before; 
(11.)  substitutes  seven  years  for  ten;  as  do  (12.  and  13.);  (14.)  corresponds  with  (16.);  (15.)  that,  if 
the  number  of  Fellows  regularly  qualified  should  not  be  sufficient,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  each  Royal 
College,  in  case  of  such  deficiency,  to  appoint  from  their  Licentiates,  according  to  their  respective 
seniority,  &e. ; (16.)  corresponds  with  (19.);  (17.)  that  the  District  Physician  shall  visit  and  examine 
all  places  licensed  for  the  reception  of  lunatics  or  insane  persons,  report  regarding,  &c. ; (18.)  that 
the  District  Physician  shall  inquire  into  and  examine  the  state  of  the  parochial  work-house,  or  poor- 
houses,  and  report  upon  their  salubrity  and  internal  economy  to  the  Justices,  &c. ; (19.)  corresponds 
with  (20.) ; (20.)  same  as  (21.);  (21.)  same  as  (22.)  ; (22.)  that  persons  acting  in  any  of  the  depart- 
ments of  medicine  without  licence  or  authority  shall  forfeit  L.  30;  (23.)  incompetent  substituted  for 
illiterate  in  (24.) ; (24.)  adds  to  what  is  directed  in  (25.),  regarding  the  constable’s  duty,  a list  of  lu- 
natic asylums,  work-houses,  &c.  ; (25.)  divides  England  into  sixteen  districts  ; (26.)  Ireland  into 
eight;  (27.)  Scotland  into , as  before;  (28.)  the  salary  of  District  Physician,  formerly  left  un- 

named, not  to  exceed  L.500 ; (29.)  same  as  (30.) ; (30.)  same  as  (31.) ; (31.)  “ that  District  Physi- 
cians abusing  their  trusts  be  removeable ;”  (32.)  the  distance  from  College,  &c.  reduced  from  twenty 
to  ten  miles  ; (33.)  “ that  nothing  in  this  act  be  construed  to  diminish,  or  in  any  manner  interfere 
with  the  privileges  and  jurisdictions  of  any  of  the  Universities,  Royal  Colleges,  Corporations,  or  So- 
cieties, of  the  United  Kingdom,  which,  &c.  &c.  are  hereby  recognised,  and,  by  this  act,  to  their 
full  extent  established  and  confirmed.” 

At  the  meeting  of  the  College,  4th  February  1806,  these  plans  were  again  brought  for- 
ward for  consideration,  and  it  being  thought  probable  that  the  London  College  had  communi- 
cated them  with  a view  to  any  suggestions  or  assistance  which  might  occur,  a Committee 
(Drs  Home,  Duncan  jun.,  and  Munro  jun.),  were  appointed  for  the  purpose.  On  6th  May 
following,  the  President  reported,  that,  in  consequence  of  two  members  thereof  having  been 
particularly  busy  since  last  meeting,  little  farther  had  yet  been  done.  He  reported  again,  5th 
August,  that  he  had  received  some  farther  communications  from  Dr  Harrison  relative  to  the 
“ General  Plan  of  Medical  Reform  and  other  circumstances  connected  with  it.”  These  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  formerly  named,  will  f particular  instructions”  as  to  the  answer 
to  be  returned  “ in  name  of  the  College  ;'s  ; i d in  4th  November,  Drs  Duncan,  Stuart,  and 
Home,  with  such  of  the  other  members  as  chose  to  attend,  were  appointed  a Committee  to 
consider  the  farther  communications  received  from  Dr  Harrison  ; and  a letter  from  the  Pre- 
sident to  that  gentleman,  until  his  answer,  enclosing  a plan  referred  to,  were  ordered  to  be 
inserted  in  the  minutes.  Dr  Spens,  in  the  former,  states  that  the  College  were  aware  there 
existed  over  Scotland  abuses  in  the  practice  of  Medicine  in  all  departments,  and  their  ardent 
wish  that  these  might  he  removed,  “ so  that  the  Profession  should  be  rendered  more  useful  as 
well  as  more  respectable.”  He  adds,  that,  when  Dr  Harrison  should  communicate  his  plan, 
the  College  “ will  he  enabled  to  take  the  subject  into  more  particular  consideration.”  In  reply, 
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26th  August  1806,  Dr  Harrison  states  lie  was  requested  by  the  Committee  nominated  at  a late  Appendix  (I.) 
numerous  meeting  of  the  Faculty  at  the  house  of  the  Right  Honourable  Sir  J.  Banks,  to  trans- 
mit a copy  of  the  proceedings  and  resolutions  lately  agreed  to  on  the  subject  of  Medical  Re- 
form. Farther,  says  he,  “ The  Committee  are  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  object  in  contem- 
plation can  by  no  means  be  so  effectually  accomplished  as  by  their  acting  in  conjunction  with 
the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  and  the  other  incorporated  medical  bodies  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  rights  and  privileges  of  which  it  is,  they  think,  highly  desirable  to 
maintain,  and  perhaps  to  extend,  by  legislative  provisions,  as  far  as  may  be  necessary  to  attain 
the  desired  purposes.”  In  consequence,  he  was  directed  to  request  that  the  College  (Edin- 
burgh) would  speedily  take  the  matter  into  consideration,  “ in  order  to  assist  in  devising  a 
plan  of  procedure,  which,  while  it  preserves  inviolate  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  different 
corporate  bodies,  shall  afford  protection  to  the  regular  Faculty  throughout  the  United  Kingdom 
against  the  ignorant  and  unskilful,  and  insure  in  future  to  the  community,  Practitioners  qua- 
lified both  by  education  and  knowledge  for  the  respective  important  stations  they  shall  assume.” 

Then  follows  a copy  of  the  Plan  and  Resolutions  referred  to,  and,  as  the  introduction  states, 
laid  before  the  Meeting  above  named,  with  answers  received  to  the  different  circular  letters 
transmitted  to  the  Public  Bodies  and  individual  Practitioners  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  pur- 
suance of  a former  resolution.  We  have,  therefore, 

3 d Plan — which,  being  brief  and  explicit,  may  be  given  in  full. 

“ 1st,  That  no  person  shall  practise  as  Physician  unless  he  be  a Graduate  of  some  University 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  has  obtained  the  age  of  twenty-four  years.  That  he  shall  have  studied 
the  different  branches  of  Physic  in  a University,  or  other  respectable  school  or  schools  of  Physic, 
during  the  space  of  five  years,  at  least  two  of  which  shall  have  been  passed  in  the  University  where 
he  takes  his  degree, 

“ 2 dly,  That  no  person  shall  practise  as  Surgeon  under  twenty-three  years  of  age,  nor  until  he 
has  obtained  a diploma  or  licence  from  some  one  of  the  Royal  Colleges  of  Surgeons  or  other  chirur- 
gical  corporations  of  the  United  Kingdoms.  That  he  shall  have  served  an  apprenticeship  of  five 
years  to  a practitioner  in  Surgery,  and  afterwards  have  spent  at  least  two  years  in  the  study  of  Ana- 
tomy and  Surgery  in  a respectable  school  or  schools  of  Physic. 

“ 3 dly,  That  no  person  shall  practise  as  an  Apothecary  until  he  shall  have  served  an  appren- 
ticeship of  five  years  to  some  regular  Apothecary,  or  Surgeon  practising  as  an  Apothecary.  That 
he  shall  have  studied  the  different  branches  of  Physic  in  some  respectable  school  or  schools  during 
the  space  of  at  least  cne  year,  and  shall  have  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  years. 

“ ithly,  That  no  man  shall  practise  Midwifery  unless  he  has  attended  anatomical  lectures 
twelve  months,  and  received  instructions  for  the  same  term  from  some  experienced  accoucheur,  and 
shall  have  assisted  at  real  labours.  And  that  no  female  shall  practise  Midwifery  without  a certificate 
of  fitness  and  qualification  from  some  regular  practitioner  or  practitioners  in  that  branch. 

“ 5thly,  That  no  person  shall  follow  the  business  of  a retail  Chemist  or  Dixiggist  unless  he 
shall  have  served  an  apprenticeship  of  five  years  to  that  art. 

“ dt/ily,  That  none  of  these  restrictions  be  construed  to  affect  the  persons  at  present  regularly 
practising  in  the  different  branches  of  Medicine. 

“ Ithfy,  Whether  Physicians  shall  be  entitled  to  recover  their  fees  by  the  usual  legal  means  ? 
ct  8 tidy,  That  a register  be  kept  of  all  Medical  Practitioners  in  the  United  Kingdom  ; and 
every  person  in  future  entering  upon  the  practice  of  any  branch  of  the  profession  shall  pay  a fine  on 
admission,  the  amount  and  disposition  of  which  to  be  settled  and  specified  hereafter.” 

The  resolutions  appended  to  this  plan  are  also  eight  in  number,  but  may  be  summed  up  in  one 
sentence,  namely,  that  the  returns  to  circular  letters  show  abuses  to  exist  in  every  part  of  the  king- 
dom, and  the  necessity  for  regulations ; that  the  plan  proposed  by  Dr  Harrison  be  adopted  as  the 
Q 2 
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basis  of  regulation,  subject  to  alterations ; that  Sir  J.  Banks  and  Dr  Harrison  be  requested  to 
wait  upon  the  Right  Honourable  Lord  Henry  Petty,  to  state  the  progress  of  the  undertaking, 
and  consult  him  on  farther  measures;  that  certain  gentlemen  named  be  appointed  a Committee,  to 
confer  and  correspond  with  the  different  public  bodies,  &c. ; that  a voluntary  subscription  of  one 
guinea  be  received  from  the  town  and  country  practitioners,  to  prosecute  the  objects,  &c. ; that  Dr 
Harrison  be  requested  to  circulate  the  plan,  &c.  ; that,  since  persons  of  every  rank,  &c.  are  inte- 
rested, the  Faculty  be  requested  to  submit  the  proposed  regulations  to  the  principal  inhabitants,  by 
convening  meetings,  &c. ; and  that  thanks  be  given  to  Sir  J.  Banks,  &c. 

In  a printed  letter  accompanying  these  documents,  Dr  Harrison  states,  “ As  it  has  been  de- 
termined from  the  beginning  to  avoid  as  far  as  possible  any  interference  with  the  rights,  &c.  of  the 
different  public  bodies,  &c.,  I trust  that  the  measures  in  contemplation  will  meet  with  general  and 
active  support.”  He  requests  that  the  circulars,  &c.  may  be  transmitted  to  the  practitioners  in  the 
neighbourhood,  in  order  to  give  publicity  to  the  undertaking. 

On  the  3d  February  1807,  the  President  of  the  College  (Dr  C.  Stuart)  presented  the 
Report  by  the  Committee,  in  answer  to  Dr  Harrison’s  communication,  which  was  unani- 
mously approved.*  That  Report  of  same  date  is  as  follows  : — 

“ At  a quarterly  meeting,  &c. — The  College,  having  attentively  considered  this  outline,  appoint 
the  following  resolutions  respecting  it  to  be  transmitted  to  Dr  E.  Harrison,  &c.  The  College  are 
of  opiuion  that  there  is  room  for  reform  and  better  regulations  respecting  the  different  branches  of 
the  practice  of  Medicine ; but  they  have  reason  to  think  that  the  same  abuses  do  not  prevail,  or  at 
least  not  in  the  same  degree,  in  Scotland  as  in  England. 

“ Whatever  reform  takes  place,  or  whatever  regulations  be  enacted,  they  are  of  opinion  that 
these  should  have  chiefly  in  view  the  benefit  of  the  community  at  large,  and  not  merely  the  emolu- 
ment or  respectability  of  the  Medical  Profession.  It  appears  to  them  that  several  parts  of  the  pro- 
posed plan  may  tend  rather  to  diminish  the  number  of  those  who  might  hereafter  engage  in  the 
medical  profession  than  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  public,  by  increasing  the  facility  and  certainty 
with  which  they  may  obtain  proper  advice  and  assistance  in  sickness  or  in  bodily  injuries. 

“ They  cannot  doubt  that  good  education,  both  in  Medicine  and  Surgery,  may  be  obtained  in 
other  Universities  besides  those  of  the  United  Kingdoms ; in  some  of  which,  they  are  sorry  to  say, 
that  none,  or  at  best  very  imperfect,  medical  education  is  provided.  They  cannot,  therefore,  approve 
of  limiting  the  practice  of  Physics  to  the  graduates  of  those  Universities. 

“ They  think  that  when  persons  are  properly  educated,  they  may  be  qualified  to  enter  on  the 
Practice  of  Medicine  at  the  time  of  life  they  are  entitled  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 

“ They  are  persuaded  that  a period  of  study  for  three  years  at  some  University  where  proper 
instructions  in  the  different  branches  of  medicine  have  been  attended,  is  sufficiently  long,  provided  a 
degree  be  conferred  only  after  strict  and  impartial  examinations.  Such  examinations  should  be 
deemed  indispensable  in  every  case,  and  proper  certificates  of  these  should  be  produced  by  every 
person  entitled  to  practise. 

“ No  Physician  should  be  entitled  to  practise  who  has  not  attended  lectures  on  Medicine  for 
one  year  at  least  at  the  University  from  which  he  receives  his  degree. 

“ They  are  of  opinion  that  Surgeons  also  may  be  qualified  to  enter  on  practice  at  the  age  of  ma- 
jority. An  apprenticeship  of  three  years  they  think  sufficient,  but  they  should  have  attended  some 
reputable  public  teachers  not  only  in  Anatomy  and  Surgery,  but  also  in  Medicine,  during  two  years. 
As  Apothecaries,  as  well  as  Surgeons,  are  now  very  generally  engaged  in  the  practice  of  Medicine, 
they  are  of  opinion  that  their  education  should  be  the  same,  and  for  the  same  period  as  that  of  Sur- 
geons ; but  they  think  an  apprenticeship  of  three  years  long  enough  to  afford  them  opportunities  of 
instruction. 

• An  order  to  engross  the  Plan,  &c.  in  the  Minutes  was  given  at  this  Meeting,  and  complied  with,  seemingly 
in  forgetfulness  that  it  had  been  anticipated.  There  are,  accordingly,  two  copies  identically  the  same. 
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“ Every  Midwife  should  receive  instruction  from  some  teacher  of  that  art,  and  should  possess  Appendix  (I.) 

a certificate  of  having  been  examined  and  approved  by  proper  persons.  As  Men-midwives  are  em-  

ployed  in  the  cure  of  the  complaints  and  diseases  of  women  and  children,  as  well  as  in  cases  of 
pregnancy,  they  do  not  think  that  any  one  should  be  entitled  to  practise  as  an  Accoucheur  who  has 
not  studied  the  different  branches  of  Medicine  for  two  years  at  least  in  some  respectable  school,  nor 
unless  he  has  been  examined  and  found  qualified  by  proper  persons. 

“ They  think  a sufficient  knowledge  of  drugs  and  of  the  art  of  pharmacy  may  be  obtained  in 
two  years,  and  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  requiring  retail  chemists  or  druggists  to  serve  an  appren- 
ticeship of  five  years,  at  least  for  the  purpose  of  being  acquainted  with  the  articles  they  deal  in,  or 
the  method  of  preparing  them. 

“ Whatever  regulations  are  enacted,  it  would  be  unjust  that  these  should  affect  Practitioners 
already  engaged  in  business,  or  Students  who  have  entered  on  an  education  for  any  of  the  branches 
of  the  Medical  Piofession. 

“ They  do  not  think  a register  of  Medical  Practitioners  necessary,  and  they  are  of  opinion  that 
fines  on  admission  are  improper,  chiefly  as  increasing  expenses,  already  very  considerable  previous 
to  entering  on  practice.” 

The  President  was  requested  to  transmit  a copy  of  said  Report  to  Dr  Harrison,  and 
at  next  meeting  he  states  that  he  had  done  so. 

Nothing  farther  occurred  on  the  subject  till  7th  August  1810,  when  the  President,  Dr 
Home,  laid  before  the  College  a letter  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  en- 
closing copy  of  a Petition,  and  a printed  copy  of  a proposed  Act  of  Parliament  relative  to 
Medical  Reform,  which  had  been  transmitted  to  their  Lordships  by  Dr  Harrison,  and  desiring 
the  opinion  of  the  College  on  the  same.  The  letter,  with  its  enclosures,  was  remitted  to  the 
Council  as  a Committee,  in  whose  name  the  President  stated,  on  6th  November,  that  they  had 
not  yet  made  up  a Report.  On  5th  February  1811,  they  gave  in  one  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  for  inspection ; and,  on  22d  of  same  month,  it  is  said  to  have  been  approved 
and  directed  to  he  communicated  in  the  proper  manner  ; while  .Mr  George  Harrison’s  letter 
and  the  Report  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  in  the  minutes.  The  Report  alone  is  of  conse- 
quence, and  follows,  shewing  there  was  a 4th  Plan. 

“ The  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty’s  Treasury  having  transmitted  to  the  Royal  Col- 
lege of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  a Memorial  and  Representation  of  Dr  E.  Harrison,  respecting 
the  necessity  of  Medical  Reform,  and  also  the  Sketch  of  a Bill  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Medical , 

Surgical,  and  Veterinary  Sciences,  and  for  regulating  the  practice  thereof;  and  having  requested 
the  sentiments  of  the  Royal  College  upon  the  subject  of  the  necessity  of  Medical  Reform  in  general, 
and  upon  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  Bill,  the  Royal  College,  after  mature  deliberation,  are  of  opi- 
nion,  that,  with  regard  to  the  necessity  of  a Medical  Reform,  First,  Abuses  do  exist  in  the  practice 
of  medicine,  arising  from  many  persons  engaging  in  it,  who  are  not  qualified  by  a previous  education; 
from  the  deceptions  daily  practised  by  advertising  empirics,  and  from  the  incompetence  of  existing 
authorities  to  prevent  these  abuses.  Secondly,  That  the  Legislature  is  alone  competent  to  prevent 
these  abuses.  Thirdly,  That  many  of  these  abuses  may,  in  a great  measure,  be  corrected  by  a 
temperate  reform.  That,  with  respect  to  the  particular  provisions  of  the  proposed  bill,  the  second 
point  upon  which  the  Royal  College  are  requested  to  communicate  their  sentiments,  they  are  of  opi- 
nion that  the  measure  of  obliging  every  person  who  shall  hereafter  enter  upon  the  practice  of  any  of 
the  branches  of  the  Medical  Profession,  to  undergo  an  examination  before  obtaining  a licence  to 
practise,  is  very  proper.  They  approve  of  the  plan  of  obliging  persons  who  practise  any  of  the 
branches  of  the  medical  profession,  to  register  their  names,  and  the  capacities  in  which  they  act,  and 
to  take  out  a certificate  of  such  registration. 

“ They  are  persuaded,  that,  if  the  above  regulations  respecting  the  examination  and  registration 
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Appendix  (I.)  were  duly  euforced,  many  of  the  abuses  now  existing  in  the  practice  of  medicine  would  be  pre- 
" ' vented. 

£*  They  disapprove  of  the  proposed  scheme  of  creating  a Board  of  Commissioners,  invested 
with  the  extensive  powers  of -levying  large  sums  of  money  from  the  Medical  Profession,  of  establish- 
ing Medical  Schools,  of  appointing  Professors,  of  building  Hospitals,  of  forming  Botanic  Gardens, 
&c.  &c.  First,  Because  the  appointment  of  such  a Board  of  Commissioners  is  not  necessary  for 
attaining  the  essential  object  of  reforming  the  practice  of  Medicine.  Secondly , Because  the  exist- 
ing Medical  Institutions  are  competent  to  undertake  all  the  necessary  duties  of  the  Board.  Thirdly, 
Because  it  imposes  a very  heavy  pecuniary  burden  on  the  profession  of  Medicine.  Fourthly,  Be- 
cause the  duties  to  be  conferred  on  this  Board  interfere  with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  existing 
establishments. 

“ They  can  have  no  objection  to  put  their  names  on  the  doors  of  their  houses  with  the  usual 
title  of  Doctor,  denoting  the  branch  of  Medicine  they  practise.  But  they  think  it  unnecessary  and 
degrading  that  they  or  any  other  practitioners  in  Medicine,  should  be  obliged  to  exhibit  their  names 
in  such  large  and  prominent  characters  as  to  have  the  appearance  of  a sign- post. 

“ Lastly,  If  a bill  be  brought  into  Parliament  which  may  in  some  measure  meet  the  ideas  of 
the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  they  will  most  readily  assist  in  adopting  its  particular 
pr  ovisions  to  the  local  circumstances  of  this  country.'’ 

Tlie  subject  of  Medical  Reform  was  not  again  discussed  till  the  Attorney- General’s  Bill 
for  regulating  Surgery  came  forward,  and  the  Act  in  favour  of  the  Apothecaries  of  London 
is  not  mentioned  in  the  Minutes,  except  incidentally,  in  1826,  when  some  modification  of  it  had 
been  proposed, — -a  circumstance  only  to  be  accounted  for  on  the  supposition,  that,  while  the 
nature  of  it  was  unknown,  there  could  be  no  suspicion  regarding  a measure  which  nominally 
pertained  to  a local  and  distant  corporation. 

The  probability  of  this  remark  is  strengthened  by  the  alertness  of  the  College  respecting  what 
was  brought  forward  in  the  intervening  period,  namely,  the  Bill  for  regulating  Mad- 
houses. Th  us,  18th  December  1813,  the  subject  having  been  taken  into  consideration.  Dr 
D uncan  senior  proposed,  that  “ the  College  should  recommend  to  the  Lord  Advocate  for  Scot- 
land, and  to  the  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh,  to  attend  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and  that  they 
should  be  requested  to  get  the  same  powers  for  licensing  and  regulating  private  Mad-houses  granted 
to  the  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  for  the  kingdom  of  Scotland,  as  are  by  that  Bill  proposed 
to  be  granted  to  the  College  of  Physicians  of  London  for  the  kingdom  of  England  ; and  that  the  Presi- 
dent and  Council  of  the  College  be  directed  to  attend  to  this  business,  to  correspond  with  the  College 
of  Physicians,  London,  and  to  take  such  other  steps  as  they  may  think  most  advisable.”  The  Coun- 
cil were  in  consequence  appointed  a Committee.  They  reported  certain  proceedings,  1st  February 
1814,  and  were  instructed  to  continue  their  labours;  while,  on  the  12th  of  the  same  month,  a letter 
on  the  subject  from  the  President  of  the  College  of  Surgeons  having  been  read,  they  received 
authority  to  confer  with  that  body,  &c.  At  next  meeting,  3d  May,  they  reported  again,  to  the 
effect  of  having  suggested  alterations  on  the  Bill  suitable  to  Scotland,  and  transmitted  the  same  to 
the  Lord  Advocate.  Then,  6th  July,  the  President  having  stated  that  the  Committee  were  of  opi- 
nion farther  changes  were  requisite,  the  College  appointed  him,  with  Drs  Spens  and  Hope,  to  wait 
on  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  propose  such  additions,  &c.  as  seemed  expedient;  while  power  was 
given  to  the  Committee  “ to  prepare  and  cause  to  be  printed  a Petition  to  the  House  of  Lords,  in 
name  of  the  College,  if,  from  the  state  of  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  they  should  find  such  a measure  to 
be  necessary.  They  reported  proceedings  generally  1st  November,  from  which  it  appears  that  they 
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had  had  communications  with  the  Lord  Advocate,  but  the  details  and  results  of  these  are  not  speci- 
fied. 

The  minute  of  2d  May  1815,  however,  is  very  important : “ The  President  in  name  of  the 

Committee,  &c.  stated,  that  having  accidentally  obtained  a printed  copy  of  the  Bill,  as  brought  for- 
ward, with  certain  alterations  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  it  had  appeared  to  the  Committee  that  the  pro- 
posed clauses  would  trench  most  materially  on  the  chartered  rights  of  the  College.  Finding  that  the 
Bill  had  previously  passed  the  House  of  Commons,  the  Committee  had  availed  themselves  of  the 
power  committed  to  them,  to  cause  a Petition  to  be  presented  to  the  House  of  Peers,  pointing  out 
the  particular  respects  in  which  the  Bill  was  conceived  to  trench  on  the  rights  of  the  College,  and 
praying  to  be  heard  by  Counsel  before  it  passed  into  a law.  The  Petition  had  been  forwarded,  &c. 
with  a letter  to  Lord  Melville,  requesting  that  his  Lordship  would  lay  the  Petition,  &c.,  and  ex- 
pressing the  hope  and  confidence  which  the  College  entertained  that  it  would  obtain  his  support:” 
farther,  it  is  stated,  that  letters  had  been  sent  on  the  subject  to  the  Marquis  of  Douglas  and  the 
Earl  of  Lonsdale,  with  a view  to  their  aid;  and  that  some  correspondence  had  taken  place  with 
the  Lord  Advocate.  In  conclusion,  the  Committee,  without  entering  more  into  the  matter,  “assure 
the  College  that  it  had  done  every  thing  in  its  power  to  prevent  the  rights  of  the  College  from  being 
encroached  upon,  and  would  continue  to  use  its  best  endeavours  to  obtain  the  object  in  view.”  The 
minutes  of  3d  July  shew  that  this  pledge  was  redeemed,  as,  by  the  exertions  of  the  Committee,  and 
the  support  which  the  Petition,  &c.  had  received  (from  the  noblemen  named),  the  different  clauses 
in  the  Bill  which  the  Committee  had  considered  as  entrenching  upon  the  chartered  rights  of  the 
College  had  been  expunged,  as  would  be  observed  from  a perusal  of  the  Bill,  a copy  of  which  he 
(the  President)  now  laid  on  the  table.”  Then  follows  a letter  from  the  Lord  Advocate,  stating  a 
special  clause  in  the  act,  providing  for  the  election  by  the  College  of  four  of  its  members,  as  Inspec- 
tors of  Mad-houses,  and  intimating  his  reliance  on  the  same  being  carried  into  effect,  as  it  was  forth- 
with at  the  said  meeting,  and,  it  is  believed,  uniformly  since  that  period.  Though  trivial  in  compa- 
rison, it  may  be  added,  that  a small  Committee  was  appointed,  on  15th  of  same  month,  to  arrange 
payment  of  the  London  solicitors  employed  on  the  occasion.  The  meritorious  activity  and  zeal  dis- 
played throughout  the  whole  business,  it  is  fair  to  imagine,  would  have  been  proportionally  called 
forth  by  the  Apothecaries’  Bill,  had  it  come  openly  into  the  view  of  the  College ; and  this  opinion  is 
confirmed  by  the  proceedings  in  regard  to  another  topic,  alluded  to  in  the  Report  (note  at  page  27.), 
and  the  nature  of  which  has  now  to  be  explained. 

The  Faculty  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Glasgow,  obtained  their  Charter  from  James 
VI.,  in  1599.  It  proceeds  on  the  understanding  of  “ the  grit  abuses  quliilk  hes  bene  comitted 
in  time  bygane,  and  zit  daylie  contineuis,  be  ignorant,  unskibit  and  unlearnit  personis,  quha, 
under  the  collour  of  chirurgeans,  abusis  the  people  to  thair  plesuir,  pass’ng  away,  but  tryel  or 
punishment,  and  thairby  destroyis  infinite  number  of  our  subjects,  quhairwith  na  ordour  hes  bene 
tane  in  tyme  bigane,  especially  within  oure  burgh  and  baronie  of  Glasgow,  Renfrew,  Dumbar- 
tane,  and  oure  sherifdomes  of  Clidsdale,  Renfrew,  Lanerk,  Kyil,  Carrick,  Air,  and  Cunning- 
hame  and.  accordingly,  “ for  avoiding  of  sik  inconvenientis,  and  for  gude  ordoure  to  be  tane 
in  tyme  cuming,”  gives  and  grants  to  “ Maister  Peter  Low,  our  chirurgiane,  and  chief  chirur- 
giane  to  our  dearest  son  the  Prince,  with  the  assistance  of  Maister  Robert  Hamilton,  Profes- 
soure  of  Medecine.  and  thair  successoures,  indwellers  of  our  city  of  Glasgow,  full  power  to  call, 
summond,  and  convene  before  thame,  within  the  said  burgh  of  Glasgow,  or  any  otheris  of  ouir 
said  burrows  or  publict  places  of  the  foirsaid  boundis,  all  persons  professing  or  using  the  said 
airt  of  chirurgie,  to  examine  thame  upon  thair  literature,  knawledge  and  practize,  gif  they  be 
fund  wordie,  to  admit,  allow,  and  approve  thame,  give  thame  testimonial  according  to  the  airt 


Appendix  (I.) 


122 


PROGRESS  OF  FACULTY,  &C.  OF  GLASGOW. 


Appendix  (I.) 


and  knawledge  that  they  sal  be  fund  vvordie  to  exercise  thaireaftir,  resave  thair  aithes,  and  au- 
thorize tham  as  accordis,  and  to  discharge  thame  to  use  onie  farder  nor  they  have  knawledge 
passing  their  capacity,  laists  our  subjectis  be  abusit ; and  that  every  ane  citat  report  testimonial 
of  the  minister  and  elders,  or  magistratis  of  the  parochin  whair  they  dwell,  of  thair  life,  and 
conversatione,  and  in  case  they  be  contumax,  being  lauchfullie  citat,  everie  ane  to  be  unlawit 
in  the  soume  of  fortie  punds,  tolies  quolies,  half  to  the  judges,  other  half  to  be  disponit  at  the 
visitoures  plesure,  and  for  payment  thairof,” — to  have  letters  of  horning,  poinding,  incarceration 
by  authority  of  the  magistrates,  &c.  The  next  clause  is,  “ that  the  saidis  visitouris  sail  visit 
every  hurt,  murtherit,  poisonit,  or  onie  other  persoun  tane  awa  extraordinarly,  and  to  report  to 
the  magistratis  of  the  fact  as  it  is.”  The  third  relates  to  making  statutes  “ for  the  common 
well  of  our  subjectis,  anent  the  saidis  airtis  ; and  using  thairof  faithfullie,”  with  the  power  of 
punishing  “ the  braikeris  thairof.”  Fourthly  and  importantly,  “ it  sal  not  be  leisum  to  onie 
manner  of  personis  within  the  forsaidis  boundis  to  exercise  medicine  without  ane  testimonial  of 
ane  famous  Universitie  quhair  medicine  is  taught,  or  at  the  leave  of  oure  and  oure  dearest 
spouse  chief  medicinaris  • and  in  case  they  failzie,  it  sail  be  leisum  to  the  saidis  visitouris  to 
challenge,  perseu  and  inhabit  thame  throw  useing  and  exercing  the  said  airt  of  medicine,  &c. 
ay  and  quhill  they  bring  sufficient  testimonial  as  said  is.”  The  fifth  prohibits  persons  from  sell- 
ing drugs  within  Glasgow,  “ except  the  sam  be  sichtit  be  the  saidis  visitouris,”  &c.  Sixthly, 
“ That  nene  sell  rattoun  poison,  arsenick,  or  sublemate,  under  the  pane  of  ane  hundred  merkis, 
except  only  the  apothecaries  who  sail  be  bound  to  take  caution  of  the  byaris,  for  coast,  scaitli 
and  damage.”  Seventh  relates  to  the  brethren  convening  “ every  first  Monday  of  ilk  moneth, 
&c  to  visite  and  give  councill  to  pure  disasit  folks  gratis.”  And,  lastly,  exemption  and  immuni- 
ty are  awarded  “ from  all  wappinshawings,  raidis,  oistis,  beiring  of  armour,  watching,  wairding, 
stenting  taxationis,”  &c. 

By  act  of  Town-Council,  9th  February  1600,  the  Provost,  &c.  having  inspected,  &c. 
this  Charter,  promise  in  behalf  of  the  parties  endowed  “ to  hauld  hand,  concur,  fortifie,  and 
mainteine  yame  and  yair  successors,  and  liberties  granted  to  zame  in  the  same,”  &c. ; providing, 
however,  that  “ the  same,  nor  na  actis  that  yay  sail  happen  to  mak,  be  prejudiciall  nor  hurtfull 
to  the  common  weal,  and  liberties  of  the  town.” 

Some  of  the  powers  thus  conferred  were  forthwith  exercised,  as  hy  the  addition  of  mem- 
bers,— in  behalf  of  whom  the  original  patentees’  agree  not  to  “ visit  any  of  the  foresaid  breth- 
ren patients  being  on  cuir  without  their  aune  consents  and  the  patients,  first  had  and  obtained 
thereto the  appointment  of  office-bearers,  not  forgetting  “ quirter  masters the  imposition  of 
fines  for  non-attendance  at  “ any  conventions and  giving  up  to  the  Provost,  &c.  the  names  of 
persons  that  “ any  way  usurp  any  libertie  and  privilege  of  the  brethren  with  a view  to  find- 
ing “ cation  for  abstinence.”  The  penalty  inflicted  on  one  individual,  actually  a member,  he 
having  given  his  oath  at  his  entrie  “ to  heir  burdene  with  the  rest,”  but  who  had  “ most  wrong- 
ously  contemptuously  disobeyed,”  was,  that  he  “ tyne  whatsoever  libertie  he  has  be  ym,  and 
tak  in  his  bassons,” — from  which  it  would  seem  that  the  old  symbol  of  a barber-surgeon  was 
commonly  held  out,  in  those  days,  at  Glasgow  as  well  as  elsewhere.  But,  in  point  of  fact,  as 
will  have  been  observed,  the  Charter  itself  makes  no  mention  of  one  of  these  long  established 
co-partners,  who,  however,  it  appears,  were  speedily  recognized  as  kinsmen  by  a voluntary  act 
of  the  Faculty,  (22d  June  1602),  assuming  them  into  the  society,  on  which  occasion  it  was  or- 
dained “ that  barbers,  being  a pendicle  of  chirurgerie,  shall  pay  at  their  admission  40  pounds 
Scots,  and  ilk  yier  20  shillings  to  the  puir,”  and  being  at  the  same  time  “ limited  not  to  med- 
dle with  any  thing  farder  belonging  to  chirurgerie,  under  the  paine  of  5 punds,  tolies  quoties.” 

This  union  lasted  for  more  than  half  a century,  when,  as  on  4th  August  1653,  “ all  in 
one  voice  did  condescend  and  agree,  that  ane  Seal  of  Cause,  or  Letter  of  Deaconrie,  be  purchest 
from  the  Town-Councell  in  favoures  of  the  Faculty,  but  (without)  prejudice  of  the  old  gift 
grantit  to  them  be  the  deceast  King  James  ; and  this  to  be  drawn  allenarlie  in  favoures  of  the 
chirurgeons  and  barbers.”  Notwithstanding  the  success  of  the  application  to  this  effect,  (on  the 
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]6tli  of  the  same  month),  by  which  they  became  a Burgh-corporation,  and  in  spite  of  various 
regulations  touching  the  respective  employments  and  properties  of  the  parties,  disputes  between 
them  arose  to  such  a height  as  ultimately  to  bring  on  a separation  in  1722.  It  was  formally  ac- 
complished, and,  in  all  probability,  with  equal  good  will,  whatever  the  amount  of  that  might  be, 
by  two  distinct  Petitions  to  the  Town-Council, — one,  namely  of  the  Surgeons,  for  demission 
and  renunciation  of  the  letter  of  the  Deaconry,  together  with  the  division  of  the  common  stock, 
— the  other,  that  of  the  Barbers,  consenting  to  the  arrangement,  and  craving  “ a letter  of  Dea- 
conery  by  themselves.” 

The  present  purpose  does  not  require  a detailed  history  of  the  Faculty  since  that  period. 
It  has  been  most  active.  Witness,  inter  alia , seventeen  decreets,  with  hornings  and  captions 
thereon,  against  irregular  and  contumacious  practitioners,  between  1725  and  1759;  similar 
deeds,  with  law  proceedings  iu  abundance,  during  subsequent  years ; and  a contest  of  vital 
importance,  as  well  as  resting  on  very  ostensible  grounds,  now  pending  in  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion. Leaving  this  intact,  but  not  without  feeling  an  excitement  altogether  aside  from  inte- 
rest, we  must  go  back  to  a measure  in  which  the  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  thought 
it  their  duty  to  interfere. 

An  extraordinary  meeting  of  the  College  was  called  on  23d  October  1817,  principally 
with  a view  to  the  consideration  of  a letter  from  the  Lord  Advocate,  respecting  a Charter 
which  had  been  applied  for  by  the  Faculty  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Glasgow,  erecting 
them  into  a Royal  College,  with  extensive  powers.  The  President  stated,  that,  since  receipt 
of  that  letter,  he  had  procured  copies  of  the  Petition  itself,  which  had  been  presented  to  the 
Prince  Regent,  and  of  the  terms  in  which  the  proposed  Charter  was  wished  to  be  obtained. 
These  were  ordered  to  be  circulated  through  the  Council  of  the  College,  and  afterwards  to  be 
laid  on  the  table  for  inspection,  previously  to  another  special  meeting  called  for  at  the  distance  of 
five  days  thereafter.  Meanwhile  an  opinion  was  expressed,  that,  should  the  Charter  be  grant- 
ed, it  would  materially  affect  the  interests  of  the  College,  as  well  as  of  the  Universities,  parti- 
cularly that  of  Glasgow. 

On  the  28th,  accordingly,  the  President,  in  name  of  the  Council,  stated,  that,  after  due 
consideration,  they  had  prepared  such  an  address  to  the  Lord  Advocate  as  appeared  to  them 
proper ; and  this,  being  substantially  approved,  was  directed  to  be  transcribed  in  a corrected 
form,  and  transmitted  to  Ins  Lordship,  whose  letter  and  this  reply  to  it  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  in  the  Minutes.  We  learn  from  one  of  these  documents,  that,  as  is  usual  on  such 
occasions,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  been  referred  to,  and  called  on  for  his  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject ; while  he  deemed  it  his  duty,  before  giving  this,  to  apprise  the  College  of  the  circum- 
stances, in  case  it  might  be  thought  the  proposed  Charter  interfered  with  their  privileges.  The 
answer  requires  to  be  given  very  fully. 

After  thanking  his  Lordship  for  attention,  &c.,  it  expresses  a readiness  to  concur  in  the 
objects  and  views  of  the  Faculty,  if  these  had  been  calculated  to  maintain  and  exalt  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Physician,  or  advance  the  progress  of  Medical  Science ; but  distinctly  states,  that, 
so  far  from  appearing  of  such  a tendency,  the  Charter  would  have  an  opposite  effect,  and  at 
the  same  time  was  likely  to  be  most  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  College.  Certain  gene- 
ral objections  to  it  are  then  enumerated,  e.  g. 

1.  “ There  is  no  precedent  for  two  Royal  Colleges  of  Physicians  or  Surgeons  in  one  king- 
dom,” a single  institution  of  each  kind  having  hitherto  been  considered  sufficient ; and  conse- 
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quently  a strong  case  must  be  made  out  “ to  induce  the  Royal  Councillors  to  advise  a departure 
from  established  usage.”  To  this  remark  it  is  added,  “ if  Royal  Colleges  be  multiplied,  their 
individual  respectability  and  utility  would  be  greatly  lessened,  and  accordingly,  in  the  more 
populous  kingdoms  of  England  and  Ireland,  it  is  believed  that  no  such  attempt  has  been 
made.” 

2.  “ A conjoined  College  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  is  an  anomaly  hitherto  unknown  in 
these  realms,  on  the  expediency  of  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  reason,  because  the  proposed  pro- 
visions of  the  Royal  Charter  petitioned  for,  clearly  mark  its  injurious  tendency.  Thus,  all  the 
powers  and  privileges  relate  almost  entirely  to  Surgery,  and  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  United 
College  if  erected  would  be  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a College  of  Surgeons.  By  this  ar- 
rangement, besides  the  incongruity  of  there  being  a Royal  College  of  Physicians  whose  powers 
and  duties  relate  to  Surgery,  the  Physician  would  be  thrown  into  the  second  rank, — no  provi- 
sion whatever  being  made  to  secure  his  status  and  dignity.”  “ This  is  contrary  to  the  concur- 
rent usage  of  all  the  nations  of  Europe,  and  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh 
trust  that  they  may  add  without  the  imputation  of  arrogance,  that  it  is  contrary  to  what  is  due 
to  the  education,  the  habits,  and  the  knowledge  of  the  Physician.” 

3.  ‘f  Having  pointed  out  the  importance  and  benefits  of  uniformity  in  the  composition  of 
medicines,  and  noticing  the  attention  given  to  the  subject  by  the  College  of  Edinburgh,  since  its 
erection,  it  is  remarked,  “ if  there  were  a second  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Scotland,  it 
would  surely  lead  to  not  a little  perplexity  and  confusion,  and  to  the  no  small  injury  of  the 
lieges,  if  that  second  Royal  College  were  also  to  publish  a Pharmacopoeia.” 

4.  “ The  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  has  uniformly  been  considered  as  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Scotland,  although  the  specific  powers  granted  in  its  Charter  do 
not  extend  beyond  Edinburgh  and  its  vicinity ; and  that  this  was  the  original  intention  when 
the  Royal  Charter  was  granted,  may  be  confidently  inferred  from  this,  that  every  Medical  Gra- 
duate of  the  Scottish  Universities  can  claim  admission  as  a Licentiate  of  the  Royal  College, 
without  examination,  and  the  Professors  of  Medicine  of  the  same  Universities  are  entitled  to  be 
ex  officio  Honorary  Fellows.” 

5.  “ From  the  high  degree  of  consideration  which  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edin- 
burgh has  enjoyed  since  its  establishment,  it  is  customary  for  eminent  physicians  in  different 
quarters  of  the  globe,  to  solicit  the  honour  of  being  members,  without  any  intention  of  practis- 
ing in  Edinburgh.”  “ The  addition  of  such  Associates,  while  it  contributes  to  the  respectabili- 
ty of  the  College,  at  the  same  time  furnishes  a considerable  proportion  of  the  funds  by  which 
the  necessary  expenses  are  defrayed.  It  is  more  than  probable  that  the  establishment  of  a ri- 
val College  would  tend  greatly  to  lessen  the  members  of  such  non-resident  Associates,  without 
benefiting  the  rival  establishment,  or  if  the  rival  College  did  profit,  it  would  be  at  the  expense 
of  the  Royal  College  of  Edinburgh.” 

6.  Then  follow  under  one  class  various  objections  to  special  clauses  or  portions  of  the  peti- 
tion from  the  Faculty,  as  relative  not  only  to  a confirmation  of  former  powers,  but  to  an  addi- 
tion of  “ all  the  powers,  &c.  which  do  or  shall  belong  to  any  College  of  Surgeons  in  the  realm 

a desire  that  their  diplomas  might  have  “ the  same  weight  and  consideration,  and  be  acknow- 
ledged in  every  respect  as  equivalent  to  those  of  any  College  of  Surgeons,”  “ to  be  received  as  a 
qualification  to  practise  over  every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  while  they  propose  to  exclude 
the  diplomas  of  the  other  Colleges  from  the  four  countries  under  their  control;”  the  demands 
of  unlimited  power,  &c.  without  any  regard  to  the  rules  of  the  Royal  Colleges.  The  demand  to 
have  it  secured  to  them,  that  all  uncertain  and  ambiguous  points  may  be  interpreted  in  their 
favour,  nay  “ that  the  king  shall  grant,  covenant  and  agree,  to  and  with  the  said  Royal  College 
and  their  successors  (quoting  the  Petition,  &c. ) all  such  further  and  other  privileges,  authori- 
ties, matters  and  things,  for  rendering  more  effectual  this  grant,”  &c. 

7-  “ It  is  not  easy  (continues  the  letter)  to  understand  in  what  way  the  Royal  Delegation 
of  such  extraordinary  powers  to  the  Faculty  can  be  beneficial  to  the  community  at  large ; but  it 
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is  quite  evident  that  it  must  be  injurious  to  existing  establishments,  particularly  to  the  Univer- 
sities in  which  there  is  a Medical  School ; for,  while  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edin- 
burgh are  expressly  restrained,  by  the  terms  of  their  charter,  from  teaching  medicine,  &c.,  it  is 
not  proposed  in  this  charter  to  lay  a similar  restraint  upon  the  projected  College  ; and  the  Fa- 
culty, &c.  have  already  not  only  announced  their  intention  of  establishing  a Medical  School,  but 
have  actually  appointed  a numerous  body  of  their  members  to  teach  the  different  branches  of  Me- 
dicine and  Surgery.”  “ Such  an  establishment  would  be  in  rivalship  with  all  the  Universities, 
and  in  an  especial  manner  with  that  of  Glasgow,  in  which  the  Medical  Chairs  being  Regius  ap- 
pointments are  entitled  to  the  protection  and  support  of  his  Majesty’s  Councillors.  But  this 
may  be  considered  a trifling  evil,  compared  with  the  probability  of  its  tending  to  confine  the 
studies  of  all  those  young  men  who  might  become  the  apprentices  of  the  members  of  the 
Faculty  within  the  limits  of  their  own  school.  As  the  teachers  would  be  nominated  by 
the  Faculty,  the  subjects  of  their  lectures  might  be  hampered  according  to  the  caprice  of  the 
Members.” 

8.  This  section  contains  replies  to  three  reasons  urged  by  the  Faculty,  as  entitling  them 
to  the  royal  favour  and  extraordinary  privileges  prayed  for,  but  which  the  College  hold  to  be 
quite  unsatisfactory.  It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  on  the  first  and  second,  which  relate  to  the  spe- 
cial merits  of  the  Faculty  in  educating  pupils  for  the  army  and  navy  service,  and  the  attention 
paid  to  the  advancement  of  Medical  Science.  ‘ The  third,’  says  the  letter,  £ is  still  more 
strange,  £ that  the  City  of  Glasgow,  now  the  second  in  Great  Britain  in  point  of  population,  has 
long  had  to  boast  of  an  esteemed  Medical  and  Surgical  School,  and  of  many  advantages  for  the 
study  and  improvement  of  all  branches  of  the  healing  art.’ "’  In  reply,  l£  It  could  scarcely  have 
been  supposed  that  such  an  argument  could  have  been  employed  by  a body  of  men,  who  were 
contemplating  the  establishment  of  a medical  school  in  rivalship  and  hostility  to  that  esteemed 
one  of  which  Glasgow  has  had  long  to  boast.  The  Royal  College  need  only  add,  that  the  Uni- 
versity of  Glasgow,  aware  that  a charter  of  the  description  solicited  is  unnecessary  for  public 
purposes,  and  must  be  injurious  to  the  School  of  Physic  which  forms  a part  of  their  institution, 
are  using  every  means  to  prevent  the  charter  in  question  being  obtained.” 

The  letter  terminates  with  expressing  a confident  expectation  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  represent  to  the  Prince  Regent,  on  the  grounds  stated,  the  tendency  and  results  of  the 
proposed  charter,  namely,  the  degradation  of  the  profession  of  Physic,  and  the  injury  of  exist- 
ing establishments,  which  have  been  highly  conducive  to  the  advancement  of  medical  know- 
ledge, and  are  therefore  well  entitled  to  royal  protection,  &c. 

Such,  then,  were  the  opinions  of  the  College  regarding  what,  in  the  Report,  is  denomi- 
nated “ an  ambitious  project  on  the  part  of  the  Faculty,”  &c.  They  might  give  rise  to  vari- 
ous reflections,  were  this  the  place  for  them  ; but  while  the  present  object  is  chiefly  historical, 
there  has  already  been  mentioned  another  reason  for  avoiding  the  topic,  except  as  an  event 
supposed  of  importance  enough  to  demand  the  attention  of  the  College,  with  a view  to  the  wel- 
fare of  their  own  body  and  the  general  interests  of  the  profession. 

Another  evidence  of  alacrity  still  more  recent  may  be  very  briefly  mentioned.  It  was 
in  respect  to  a Bill  for  consolidating  and  amending  the  laws  relative  to  Prisons  in  Ireland,  one 
of  the  clauses  of  which  appeared  objectionable,  by  excluding  Physicians  from  attendance  on 
Jails,  and  devolving  the  duty  entirely  on  Surgeons.  An  opinion  to  this  effect  was  expressed 
by  the  President  (Dr  Duncan  senior)  at  an  extraordinary  meeting  on  26tlx  May  1825,  toge- 
ther with  an  intimation  that  the  College  of  Physicians  in  Dublin,  and  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh, were  to  present  petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons  against  the  clause,  which  was  held 
to  be  quite  at  variance  with  the  previous  acts  of  Parliament  on  the  subject.  On  this  occasion, 
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vr. ix  i.)  the  College  agreed  to  take  a similar  course,  and  appointed  a Committee  for  the  purpose.  On 
the  4tb  April  1826,  the  matter  was  resumed,  in  consequence  of  a communication  from  Dr  Os- 
borne, Registrar  of  King  and  Queen’s  College  of  Physicians,  Dublin,  respecting  the  clause 
reckoned  still  objectionable,  though  altered  from  that  of  previous  Bill ; and,  accordingly,  a Com- 
mittee was  again  appointed  to  have  a petition  immediately  prepared  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, while  Dr  Osborne’s  letter,  and  its  enclosure,  namely  a circular  to  Physicians  in  Ireland, 
were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  in  the  Minutes.  These  documents,  together  with  the  petition 
approved  on  11th  April,  are  of  value,  as  indicating  a perfectly  legitimate  sympathy  in  the  re- 
utation  of  Physicians  generally. 

At  both  of  the  meetings  last  mentioned,  as  formerly  hinted,  notice  is  taken  of  the  Bill 
then  in  progress  respecting  the  Apothecaries  of  London,  and  a Committee  was  appointed  to 
petition  against  any  clauses  in  it  conceived  to  require  such  interference.  Farther,  on  14th 
June  1827,  a letter  inviting  co-operation  against  these  was  received  from  Dr  Maclagan,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons,  Edinburgh,  when  a Committee  was  again  appointed ; 
and,  lastly,  in  April  of  tliis  present  year,  the  College  unanimously  agreed  to  address  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  on  the  subject  generally. 

The  Petition  is  in  the  hands  of  all  the  Brethren,  but,  nevertheless,  may  be  transcribed  as 
completing  tliis  portion  of  history,  while  it  characterises  the  principles  of  the  Body  at  the  pre- 
sent time. 


“ Unto  the  Right  Honourable  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  in  Parliament  assembled  ; the  Petition  of  the  President  and  Fellows 
of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Edinburgh, 

“ Humbly  Siieweth, 

“ 1.  That,  by  authority  of  a Royal  Charter,  dated  the  29th  of  November  in  the  year  1681, 
and  of  a ratification  of  the  said  charter  by  act  of  the  Parliament  of  Scotland,  dated  the  16th  of 
June  in  the  year  1685,  your  petitioners,  The  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  have  various 
powers  and  privileges,  along  with  certain  duties  annexed,  designed  generally  to  advance  the 
knowledge  of  Medicine,  and  to  regulate  the  practice  thereof,  within  the  city  of  Edinburgh  and 
its  suburbs ; and,  in  particular,  to  inspect  Apothecaries’  shops,  to  judge  of  the  soundness  and 
sufficiency  of  drugs  found  therein,  to  condemn  and  destroy  such  as  they  think  faulty  and  unsafe, 
—and  to  prohibit  from  keeping  any  Apothecaries’  shops  or  chambers,  all  persons  ‘ except  such 
‘ as  shall  be  tried  and  approven  by  the  President  and  Censors  of  the  said  Royal  College.’ 

“ 2.  That  although,  within  the  memory  of  man,  there  has  been  no  instance  of  the  enforce- 
ment of  their  vested  rights,  the  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh,  by  individual  exertion  in 
the  several  departments  of  Medicine,  and  by  many  editions  of  a Pharmacopoeia  of  known  cha- 
racter and  usefulness,  as  a guide  and  standard  for  the  Apothecary,  have  endeavoured  to  promote 
the  important  interests  for  which  they  were  associated. 

£‘  3.  That  the  Royal  College,  viewing  with  anxiety  all  questions  which  involve  the  study 
of  Medicine,  or  the  condition  of  men  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  the  healing  art,  have  repeatedly 
addressed  Government  when  they  deemed  it  expedient,  and  that  their  communications  have  al- 
ways been  honoured  with  indulgent  notice. 

“ 4.  That  the  Royal  College  venture  now  to  solicit  the  attention  of  your  Right  Honourable 
House  toward  an  act  passed  in  the  55th  of  Geo.  HI.  commonly  termed  the  £ Apothecaries’  Act,’ 
and  especially  to  the  clauses  of  the  said  act,  whereby  the  dispensing  of  medicines  in  England 
and  Wales  is  confined  to  those  who  shall  have  obtained  the  licence  of  the  Apothecaries’  Com- 


, 


■ 


' 


■ 


I 


■ 


■ 


■ 


■ 


' 


. 


■ 


' 


PETITION  WITH  EXPLANATION  OF  A CLAUSE. 


127 


pany  of  London,  which  licence  is  granted  only  to  persons  who  have  served  a five  years’  appren-  Appendix  (I.) 
ticeship.  

“ 5.  That  while,  by  an  express  bye-law  of  this  Royal  College,  whoever  shall  anywise  con- 
nect himself  with  a public  shop,  as  an  Apothecary,  ipso  facto  abandons  his  fellowship,  the  pri- 
vate dispensation  of  medicines,  though  not  practised  by  any  one  of  their  body,  is  held  to  be  not 
inconsistent  with  their  Collegiate  grade. 

“ 6.  That,  by  the  Apothecaries’  Act,  an  undue  advantage  over  the  Fellows  and  Licentiates 
of  the  College  of  your  petitioners,  who  may  be  established  in  parts  of  England  and  Wales,  where 
the  rigid  separation  of  the  Physician  from  the  Pharmaceutist  is  inexpedient  or  unattainable,  is 
given  to  men  whose  opportunities  of  instruction  have  been  more  limited,  and  whose  qualifica- 
tions, therefore,  are  likely  to  be  inferior. 

“ 7>  That,  in  the  judgment  of  your  petitioners,  a knowledge  of  the  structure  and  functions 
of  the  human  body,  and  of  the  nature  and  right  treatment  of  disease,  is  of  far  more  difficult  ac- 
quisition than  skill  in  compounding  drugs  ; and  that,  for  the  former  object,  the  courses  of  educa- 
tion required  by  Scottish  Universities,  by  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of  Edinburgh,  and  by 
the  Faculty  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Glasgow,  are  of  a wider  range,  and  better  adapted  to 
produce  accomplished  men,  than  the  plan  which  has  been  enjoined  by  the  Company  of  Apotheca- 
ries of  London  j while,  for  the  latter  object,  to  men  so  educated,  a few  months  of  experience  in 
compounding  and  dispensing  the  articles  used  in  Medicine,  in  addition  to  their  previous  instruc- 
tions in  the  principles  of  Chemistry,  Pharmacy,  Materia  Medica,  and  Botany,  are  amply  sufficient. 

“ 8.  That  the  effects  of  the  Apothecaries’  Act  have,  by  a numerous  class  of  deserving  indi- 
viduals, educated  at  those  schools,  been  felt  to  be  both  vexatious  and  oppressive  ; while,  on  the 
other  hand,  free  competition,  and  the  most  enlarged  professional  knowledge,  are  evidently  bene- 
ficial to  the  community,  and  deserve  to  be  encouraged  by  an  enlightened  and  beneficent  Legisla- 
ture. 

“ May  it  therefore  please  your  Right  Honourable  House  to  take  under  consideration  the 
Act  of  55th  George  III.,  commonly  termed  the  Apothecaries’  Act,  and  to  make 
those  additions  to,  or  alterations  of,  the  same,  which  shall  exempt  from  its  opera- 
tion all  who  have  been  regularly  educated,  and  found  duly  qualified,  to  practise 
Medicine  ; which  shall  recognize  the  examination  and  approval  of  Apothecaries 
by  any  legally  constituted  and  competent  authorities  ; and,  in  particular,  which 
shall  enable  the  Fellows  and  Licentiates  of  the  said  Royal  College  of  Physicians, 
throughout  the  British  dominions,  to  apply  themselves  to  the  care  of  human  ma- 
lady, unfettered  by  any  restrictions  other  than  such  as  shall  be  proved  essential  to 
the  public  welfare. 

“ And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray,”  &c .* 

There  is  only  one  clause  in  this  petition  on  which  any  observations  need  be  made,  namely, 
the  second, — “ Although,  within  the  memory  of  man,  there  has  been  no  instance  of  the  en- 
forcement of  their  vested  rights,  the  College,”  &c.  This  fact  is  indubitable,  in  the  accepta- 
tion employed,  as,  notwithstanding  the  published  declaration  regarding  unlicensed  practitioners 
in  1761,  the  minutes  do  not  give,  and  no  man  living  is  known  to  recollect,  a single  example  of 
prosecution  by  the  College  against  any  such  individual,  regularly  educated,  pretender  or  quack, 
since  that  period.  The  last  case,  in  reality,  was  that  of  Dr  Martin  Eccles,  which  ended 
triumphantly  on  3d  February  1756,  when  notice  is  taken,  however,  of  other  persons  practis- 
ing in  town  without  licence,  and  it  was  remitted  to  a Committee  to  consider  what  procedure 
should  be  taken  with  them.  The  report  on  the  subject  given  in  minutes,  4th  May  following, 

“ * A Petition  of  the  same  tenor  as  the  above  presented  to  the  Honourable  the  Commons.” 
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rpENDix  (I.)  seems  decisive  as  to  the  change  of  policy  adopted,  notwithstanding  the  announcement  a few 
years  afterwards.  It  is  exceedingly  curious  on  another  account. 

“ The  Committee  appointed  upon  the  affair  with  the  unlicensed  practising  Physicians,  report- 
ed, that  after  having  considered  the  matter,  they  had  recommended  to  Dr  Bosw'ell  to  meet 
with  Dr  Walker  and  Dr  Innes,  and  let  them  know  that  it  is  expected  of  them  that  they  will 
either  give  in  their  petitions  to  the  College  for  licences  to  practise,  or  at  least  their  reasons  for 
not  asking  licences  ; as  also  to  acquaint  Dr  Martin  Eccles  that  the  College  had  been  informed 
of  his  continuing  to  practise  as  a Physician  since  the  late  sentence  of  the  College  and  Lords  of 
Session  against  him,  and  that  the  College  would  be  obliged  to  take  notice  of  this,  unless  he  pre- 
vented it  by  giving  them  such  satisfaction  as  the  thing  required.  Then  Dr  Boswell  acquainted 
the  College  that  he  had  done  as  the  Committee  had  desired  him,  and  that  he  had  received  letters 
from  Dr  Walker  and  Dr  Innes.  Dr  Walker’s  letter  being  read,  the  substance  of  it  was  : 

‘ That,  having  got  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine  from  the  University  of  St  Andrews,  he 
£ went  abroad,  and  returned  in  the  end  of  the  year  1753,  when  he  set  up  an  Apothecary’s  shop, 

‘ intending  to  practise,  as  some  other  Physicians  had  done  before  him  ; but  learning  that  the  Col- 
‘ lege  intended  to  make  some  new  regulations,  he  delayed  making  any  formal  application  to  them 
‘ for  a licence  ; and  concludes,  that  as  he  was  so  lately  begun  to  practise,  he  begs  the  College 
‘ would  indulge  him  in  a little  more  time  to  determine  himself  whether  he  shall  fix  upon  the 
‘ practice  of  Physic  or  Surgery.’ 

“ Dr  Innes’s  letter  was  also  read,  bearing,  ‘ That  as  he  has  not  practised  in  this  city  above 
‘ fourteen  or  sixteen  months,  and  has  not  as  yet  come  to  a resolution  whether  he  shall  fix  his 
c residence  here  or  in  some  other  place,  he  hopes  for  the  same  clemency  and  indulgence  from  the 
£ College  which  they  have  formerly  shewn  to  others,  in  allowing  him  a longer  time  to  determine 
‘ himself.’ 

“ After  which  Dr  Boswell  informed  the  College  that  Dr  Eccles  was  waiting  below  till 
the  College  should  think  fit  to  call  him. 

The  College  having  considered  the  above  reports  made  by  the  Committee  and  Dr  Bos- 
well, as  also  the  letters  from  Dr  Walker  and  Dr  Innes,  agreed  to  allow  them  some  further 
time  to  determine  where  they  shall  fix  their  residence,  and  whether  they  will  practise  Physic  or 
only  Surgery  and  Pharmacy.  And  with  regard  to  Dr  Eccles,  the  College  being  disposed  to 
treat  him  with  all  gentleness  and  lenity,  especially  as  he  had  come  to  wait  on  the  College,  and 
give  them  all  the  satisfaction  in  his  power,  resolved,  that  in  place  of  hearing  him  on  what  he 
might  offer  or  allege  in  his  own  vindication,  or  by  way  of  apology,  the  President  should,  in  their 
name,  represent  to  him  particularly  all  that  they  had  been  informed  of  with  regard  to  his  conduct 
and  his  practice  of  Medicine,  and  thereafter  should  admonish  him  that,  for  the  future,  he  would 
take  care  to  behave  himself  with  more  prudence  and  caution,  and  confine  himself  to  his  own  pro- 
per business  and  calling  : and  the  Doctor  being  called  in,  the  President  rebuked  him  accordingly, 
at  the  same  time  telling  him  that  it  was  hoped  he  would  behave  so  for  the  future,  as  may  make 
the  College  take  no  farther  notice  of  this  affair.” 

But,  without  either  justifying  or  censuring  the  non-interference  of  the  College,  indiscri- 
minate as  it  has  been  since  that  period,  and  virtually  condemned  by  high  authorities  in  another 
quarter,  as  is  shewn  below  *,  there  is  a sense  in  which  the  statement  of  the  Petition  must  be 

* In  the  case  of  the  Faculty  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Glasgow,  against  Dr  Steel  and  others, 
16th  May  1817,  the  Loud  Justice  Clerk  remarked  : “ It  is  of  very  great  importance  (if  there  be  law  for 

it)  that  there  should  be  some  regulation  on  this  subject,  considering  the  great  mischief  which  arises  from 
improper  practice.  I was  present  at  a Circuit  in  Glasgow,  where,  on  a charge  brought  against  a woman  for 
poisoning  her  own  child,  my  brother,  Lord  Hermand,  and  I,  saw  one  of  the  most  complete  abuses  of  the 
art  that  ever  was  exhibited  in  any  Court — such  a display  of  ignorance  and  inhumanity  as  called  down  upon 
the  party  the  just  reprobation  of  the  Court.  Shortly  after  this  the  attention  of  the  Court  was  called  to  the 


V* 


. 


' ' 


' 


' 


. 


. 


. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  EXEMPTION  FROM  JURY,  &C. 


129 


taken  with  qualification.  The  College  exercised  authority,  it  is  well  known,  over  its  own  mem- 
bers, in  regard  to  keeping  Apothecaries’  Shops,  and  practising  Surgery,  on  which  topics  there 
is  no  occasion  for  farther  remarks ; and,  likewise,  maintained  its  privileges,  granted  by  the 
Charter,  in  a totally  different  matter,  which  may  be  soon  disposed  of.  Thus,  on  27tli  June 
1767,  the  President  having  informed  the  College  that  Sir  Alexander  Dick  had  been  sum- 
moned to  attend  a jury  in  an  Exchequer  trial,  and  that  counsel  was  to  he  consulted  for  plead- 
ing “ his  and  the  College’s  exemption,  requested  to  know  if  the  privilege  should  he  pleaded  for 
honorary  as  well  as  ordinary  Fellows  and  Licentiates.  The  College  agreed  that  it  was  not  to 
he  pleaded  for  the  former,  but  only  for  ordinary  Fellows  and  Licentiates  ; and  that  if  the  Court 
shall  have  any  difficulty  as  to  the  Licentiates,  the  College  will  not  insist  to  have  the  privilege 
extended  to  them.”  Then,  on  4th  August  following,  “ The  President  reported  that  a petition 
for  Sir  Alexander  Dick  was  given  in  to  the  Barons  of  Exchequer,  praying  that  he  and  all 
the  members  of  the  College  may  be  exempted  from  serving  as  Jurymen  ; and  that  the  Barons, 
upon  reading  said  petition,  and  the  Charter  erecting  the  College,  confirmed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  hearing  Mr  Lockhart,  of  counsel  with  Sir  Alexander  Dick,  upon  the  1st  of  Ja- 
nuary last,  were  of  opinion,  that  the  petitioner,  as  a member  of  the  Royal  College,  is,  under 
their  Charter,  &c.,  exempted  from  serving  as  a Juryman.  The  College  agree  that  the  like 
application  be  made  for  them  to  the  Court  of  Justiciary  against  November  next.”  But  though 
the  subject  is  not  then  mentioned,  no  one  can  doubt  that  the  charter  would  have  borne  out  the 
expectation  of  success ; while  it  is  equally  clear,  that,  on  the  same  ground,  exemption  from  mi- 
litary service,  or  to  take  the  comprehensive  phrase,  “ ab  omnibus  excubiis,”  is  guaranteed  to 
the  members  of  the  College. 

subject  by  the  Faculty,  who  complained  of  the  practice,  and  prayed  for  advice  how  to  proceed.  The  Court 
recommended  them  to  avail  themselves  of  what  powers  they  had,  and  enjoined  all  Magistrates  to  be  aiding 
them  in  the  exercise  of  them.  This  was  all  the  length  we  could  go.’ 

Lord  Glenlee. — “ There  is  a very  wide  difference  between  a seller  of  drugs  and  an  apothecary.  I 
remember  when  you  could  purchase  an  ounce  of  Glauber  salts  at  a painter’s  shop.  No  part  of  this  profes- 
sion requires  greater  care ; and  will  you  allow  a man  like  this  (one  of  the  party  who  had  been  a common 
soldier)  to  compound  medicines  ? The  utmost  mischief  might  arise  from  it.  I am  ordered,  for  instance,  to 
take  two  or  three  grains  of  corrosive  sublimate, — I send  to  him,  and  he  gives  me  an  ounce, — what  is  to  be- 
come of  me  then  ?” 

From  these  remarks  it  may  be  surmised,  that,  were  a suitable  case  to  come  before  them,  their  Lordships 
would  possibly  animadvert  on  the  relinquishment  of  a power,  not  given  for  the  behoof  of  any  corporation, 
but  designed  as  a security  to  the  public.  It  might,  however,  be  shewn,  that  some  new  authority  was  requi- 
site. For  example,  as  suggested  by  Paris  and  Fonblanque,  in  relation  to  vending  drugs,  &c.  that  the  Col- 
lege of  Physicians,  “ or  a mixed  Committee  of  the  Medical  Bodies,”  be  entrusted  with  certain  regulations  ; 
“ while,  to  obviate  the  jealousy  to  which  such  an  extension  of  their  authority  would  be  likely  to  give  rise, 
a clause  might  be  introduced,  that  no  regulation  should  be  binding,  until  sanctioned  by  a certain  number  of 
the  Judges,  as  is  done  in  some  other  cases  of  inferior  jurisdictions.” — (Med.  Jur.  vol.  i.  p.  142.)  Pliny  la- 
mented in  his  day,  (Nat.  Hist.  C.  29.  § viii.  “ Nulla  lex  qua;  puniat  inscitiam  : capitale  nullum  exemplum 
vindictae.  Discunt  periculis  nostris,  et  experimenta  per  mortes  agunt : medicoque  tantum  hominem  occi- 
disse  impunitas  summa  est.”  But  what  signifies  modern  law,  if  it  be  not  enforced  ? 


Afpendix  (I.) 
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These  Appendices  have  more  or  less  connexion  with  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. But  there  is  in  them  a value  of  another  kind,  best  judged  of  by  those  who 
have  had  occasion  to  consult  the  Minutes  in  regard  to  any  of  the  topics  of  which  they 
treat.  So  far  as  they  go,  they  are  both  methodized  and  chronologically  deduced.  It 
may  be  presumed,  accordingly,  that  they  will  save  an  immensity  of  labour  to  future 
inquirers;  while,  very  obviously,  they  reveal  a portion  of  the  materials  on  which  a 
historian  of  the  College  would  have  to  build.  His  undertaking,  however,  must  neces- 
sarily lead  him  into  wider  and  more  difficult  researches, — those,  more  especially,  which 
relate  to  medical  literature,  requiring  equal  industry  and  soundness  of  judgment.  It 
were  easy  to  prove  how  these  qualities  might  be  put  into  requisition.  Besides  numerous 
editions  of  the  Pharmacopoeia  calling  for  comparison,  both  among  themselves  and  with 
similar  productions  by  other  bodies,  some  consideration  would  be  due  to  the  general 
doctrines  of  medical  science  prevalent  at  successive  periods,  either  abroad  or  in  this 
country.  They  come  into  view  by  four  channels,  aside  from  what  has  now  been  men- 
tioned,— 1st,  The  fact  of  all  the  early  Fellows,  and  many  of  the  later,  up  to  the  mid- 
dle of  the  18tli  century,  having  received  their  professional  education  at  foreign  univer- 
sities, where  they  published  Theses ; 2dly,  The  appearance  of  remarkable  works,  sys- 
tematic or  practical,  of  which  occasional  notice  is  taken  in  the  Minutes,  as  in  speaking 
of  donations  and  purchases,  or  an  acquaintance  with  which  may  be  presumed  from  the 
known  circumstance  of  their  having  existed  in  the  Library  of  the  College  ; 3dly,  The 
practice,  soon  adopted,  interrupted  and  renewed,  of  reading  papers,  or,  as  the  record 
usually  expresses  it,  “ having  Discourses,”  in  the  Ordinary  Meetings  of  the  Brethren  ; 
and,  4thly,  the  memorials  of  various  controversies,  in  which  several  of  the  Fellows  were 
actively  engaged.  Passing  over  the  first  two  without  farther  observation,  curiosity 
may  be  excited  by  the  bare  enumeration  of  some  of  the  topics  comprehended  in  the 
third.  They  are  in  no  small  degree  characteristic  of  certain  individuals.  For  instance, 
take  part  of  one  year  : — 


1681.  February- 

Dr  Sibbald  chose  for  his  theme. 

De  Concha  Anatifera. 

— March. 

Dr  Crawford, 

— 

De  Natura  el  Uni  Sued  Pancrealici. 

April. 

Dr  Trotter, 

— 

De  Essentia  Febris. 

May. 

Dr  Sinclair, 

— 

De  Dysenteria. 

June. 

Dr  Cranstoune, 

— 

De  Alienatione  Mentis. 

July. 

Dr  M'Gill, 

— 

De  Chylificalione. 

September. 

Dr  Burnett, 

— 

De  Pleuritide. 

October. 

Dr  Halkett, 

De  peculiaribus  Infantium  Morbis. 

■ 

. 


' 
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Sometimes  important  information  is  thus  communicated,  as,  for  example,  on 
12th  January  1705,  Sir  R.  Sibbald  gave  “ an  historical  account  of  such  Doctors  of 
Medicine  as  were  Scotsmen,  and  particularly  of  those  that  practised  in  Scotland,  and 
what  they  had  written  in  Physick  or  Philosophy,” — the  groundwork  of  which,  if  not 
the  Discourse  itself,  may  possibly  he  found  in  the  Advocates’  Library. 

On  the  fourth  head,  lastly,  it  is  quite  sufficient  to  name  a few  of  the  Essays  or 
Pamphlets,  rarely  to  he  found,  and  very  little  known,  which  appeared  within  a short 
period;  as  “ A Vindicatory  Schedule  concerning  the  New  Cure  of  Fevers,  &c. — 
Andrew  Brown,  M.  D.”  Edinburgh,  1691  “ A Survey  of  the  Vindicatory  Schedule, 

in  a Dialogue  betwixt  Dr  Black  (an  assumed  name)  and  Dr  Brown,”  e.  a. ; “A  Let- 
ter written  to  a Friend  in  the  Country  concerning  Dr  Brown’s  Vindicatory  Schedule, 
&c.  by  Philander,”  1692;  “ A Looking-Glass  for  the  Black  Band  of  Doctors,  &c. 
contained  in  a Second  Letter  written  by  Philander,”  (probably  Brown  himself), 
e.  a. ; “ A Brief  Defence  of  the  Old  and  successful  Method  of  curing  Continued  Fe- 
vers, in  opposition  to  Dr  Brown,  &c.  by  Dr  James  Forrest,  1694;  “ Archib.  Pit- 
carnii  Oratio,  &c.”  1695;  “ Apollo  Mathematicus,  &c.”  (against  Pitcairn),  e.a.; 
“ Tarrugo  Unmasked,  or  an  Answer  to  Apollo  Mathematicus,”  e.  a.  by  Dr  George 
Hepburn,  who  was  suspended  from  privileges  of  College  for  publishing  it;  “A  short 
Discourse  to  prove  the  Usefulness  of  Vomiting  in  Fevers,  by  Dr  C.  Oliphant;” 
“ Melius  Inquirendum,”  an  Answer  to  Do.  by  Dr  Eizat,  (both  Fellows),  e.  a.  ; “ A 
Defence  of  Dr  Oliphant’s  Short  Discourse;”  “ A Refutation  of  Dr  O.’s  Defence;” 
£{  An  Answer  to  the  Pretended  Refutation  of  Dr  O’s  Defence ;”  “ The  Epilogue  to 
the  Five  Papers  lately  past  betwixt  the  two  Physicians,  Dr  O.  and  Dr  E.  by  Dr  Andw. 
Brown,  M.  D.” — all  in  1699. 

Take  another  connected  series — in  1702, — “ Dissertatio  de  Salute  quam  ferunt 
iEGROTANTiBUsDissertationesARCHiBALDiPiTCARNii,”  (certainly  by  Dr  C.  Oliphant)  ; 
“ A short  Answer  to  a late  Pamphlet  against  Dr  P.’s  Diss.  by  J.  J.  M.  D. ;”  “A  Re- 
futation of  the  Short  Answer,”  &c.  by  Dr  C.  Oliphant  ;”  cc  A Reply  to  Dr  Oliphant’s 
Refutation,  &c.  by  J.  J.  M.  D. ;”  “ Remarks  on  Two  late  Pamphlets  written  by  Dr 
Oliphant  against  Dr  Pitcairn’s  Diss.  by  George  Cheyne,  M.  D.” 

Later  periods,  it  is  superfluous  to  say,  were  at  least  equally  prolific.  Admit- 
ting, however,  that  the  field  is  ample  enough,  some  may  nevertheless  allege  that  a 
great  portion  of  it  is  totally  unworthy  of  the  labour  demanded.  This  opinion,  even  if 
fundamentally  correct,  would  be  unphilosophical,  unless  really  deduced  from  the  very 
investigation  which  it  superseded.  But,  farther  in  reply,  the  exposition  of  errors — 
affecting,  be  it  observed,  several  generations, — is  scarcely  less  important  than  the  in- 
culcation of  truth ; and,  in  regard  to  Medicine,  certainly  not  less  than  in  any  other 
S 
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art,  the  knowledge  of  both  is  necessary  to  make  a man  either  prudent  or  successful. 
Some  indulgence,  moreover,  may  be  granted  to  a sentiment  never  lost  sight  of  by  ge- 
nerous minds.  For  if  jEsculapius,  according  to  Celsus,  “ quoniam  adhuc  rudem  et 
vulgarem  banc  scientiam  paulo  subtilius  excoluit,  in  deorum  numerum  receptus  est,” 
surely  a degree  of  veneration  is  due  to  the  Founders,  and  Fathers,  and  Ornaments,  of 
the  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh, — men,  indeed,  to  several  of  whom  it  is  per- 
fectly becoming  tbe  present  race  to  apply,  in  suitable  acceptation,  the  language  of 
Cicero,  (De  Off.  lib.  1.  44)  : “ illi,  quorum  studia  vitaque  omnis  in  rerum  cognitione 
versata  est,  tamen  ab  augendis  hominum  utilitatibus  et  commodis  non  recesserunt; 
nam  et  erudiverunt  multos,  quo  meliores  cives,  utilioresque  rebus  suis  essent.  Neque 
solum  vivi  atque  praesentes  studiosos  discendi  erudiunt  atque  docent ; sed  hoc  idem 
etiam  post  mortem,  monumentis  literarum  assequuntur  : nec  enim  locus  ullus  praeter- 
missus  est  ab  iis,  qui  ad  leges,  qui  ad  mores,  qui  ad  disciplinam,  pertineret ; ut  otium 
suum  ad  nostrum  negotium  contulisse  videantur.”  Recollecting  also  their  virtues  as 
Fellows,  there  is  force  in  what  follows  the  eulogium.  “ Ita  fit,  ut  vincat  cognitionis 
studium  consociatio  atque  communitas inasmuch  as,  “ omne  officium,  quod  ad 
coujunctionem  hominum  et  ad  societatem  tuendam' valet,  anteponendum  est  illi  officio 
quod  cognitione  et  scientia  continetur.” 


FINIS. 
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